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A major portion of Texas' State Compensatory 
Education (SCE) evaluation resources for 1979-80 was devoted to 
activities related to the statewide assessment of fifth and ninth 
araders' skills in reading, mathematics, and writing (the Texas 
Assessment of Basic Skills Project), For purposed of this report, 
evaluation activity and information is limited primarily to the 
collection of record-keeping data on students served. Findings are 
included on seven maior components; counseling (grades K-5) ; 
KLlingua:. (resource teachers tpr grades K-51 ; elementary curriculum 
(curriculum writer for grades K-5> : sixth grade (language arts 
block): planninof: evaluation; an4 secondary. The latter item included 
these sut-coaponents: direct instruction classes (grades 7-3) ; 
written composition laboratories (grades 6-7-B); Robbins' Armadillo 
Arts Proaram (grades 7-11); parent involvement, attendance 
improvemeTit, and English f^3r Speakers of Languages materials (grades 
7-12): Texas Assessment of Basic Skills (grade 9); and fundamentals 
of math and reading tutorials (grades 10-12). Evaluation material for 
each component includes a brief description of the instrument: when, 
where and to whom the instrument was adininistered; procedures used; 
and results. The primury question in each component is, "Should more 
emphasis be placed on servina educationally disadvantaged students 
throuah SCE?". (AN) / 
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Project Title t State Compensatory Education (SCE) 



Contact Person; Nancy Baenen, Freda Holley 



A major portion of the SCE evaluation resources for 1979-80 was devoted 
to activities related to the statewide assessment of fifth and ninth 
graders' skills in reading, mathematics, and writing (the Texas Assess- 
•r«ent of Basic Skills, or TABS project). For this reason,, evaluation 
activities werei limited primarily to the collection of record-keeping 
information on students served. 



Findings ; 

1. Seven major components were funded 
through the 1979-80 SCE budget of 
$881,500. The Secondary component 
actxially provided fxinds to seven 
projects. The largest portion of 
the budget funded the Counseling 
(31.7%), followed by the Sixth 
Grade (27. 8Z) and Secondary (18.4%) 
components . 

2. Counseling . The 23 counselors 
funded through SCE provided 
guidance services to an estimated 
11,424 kindergarten through fifth 
graders in 26 schools. 

3. Bilingual . As of February 1980, the three bilingual resource teachers 
assigned to six schools with no other bilingual program had served 98 
students. Almost all of the students were classified as LESA (Limited 
English Speaking Ability) . 

4. Elementary . The primary products of the curriculum writer funded ly 
this component were suggestion packets related to the teaching of 
social studies, oral language, writing, and mathematics. 

5. Sixth Grade . Fourteen floating teachers were funded to provide all of 
the language arts instruction to selected low-achieving students during 
1979-80. SCE funded eight teachers during 1978-79. A higher percentage 
and number of those eligible based on CAT scores in reading (below the 
fortieth percentile) were uerved in 1979-80 as compared to 1978-79. A 
total of 777 students participated in the Language Arts Block Program, 
80% of whom haa scores below the CAT cutoff. 
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6. S»eondary . This compoaant actxially funded seven dlsclnce programs. 

* SCE funds provided training for 56 ceachers In che Direct Instruction 
method. During 1979-80, 1,383 students were served In 86 Direct 
Instruction class sections at ten Junior high schools. Approxlioately 
61% of those served had CAT scores at or below the twenty-second 
percentile cutoff, and 11% had scores above the cutoff. 

* Written Composition Laboratories at Dobie and Allan provided special 
writing assistance to 686 sixth, seventh, and eighth graders. 

* Approximately 130 students at Robbins were Involved In the Armadillo 
Arts program. The program encourages regular attendance, provides 
incentives for desired activities, and teaches arts and crafts, bank- 
ing, and mathematics skills. 

* Five Junior and one senior high school were provided with small amounts 
for ESOL materials, attendance Improvement, and parent involvement 

in February, 1980. Only 14% cf the allocated funds for attendance 
Improvement and 35% of the funds for parent involvement were expended. 
Almost all (95%) of the ESOL material funds were utilized. 

* SCE paid for at least one section of English for Speakers of Other 
Langxiages (ESOL) classes at each Junior and senior high school (except 
Murchlson) . The teachers for at least 257 of the 315 students re- 
ceiving services in May, 1980 were partially paid through SCE fxands. 
It was determined that 197 of the 218 (90%) Limited English Speaking 
Ability (LESA) students were in ESOL classes as of May, 1980. 

\k total of $2,452 was enciimbered to cover the cost of teacher and 
clerical substitutes for the Texas Assessment of Basic Skills testing. 

* SCE paid for a portion of the salaries of math and reading tutorial 
teachers who served at least 533 students during 1979-80. 

7. The SCE planners fully accomplished seven of their eight objectives re- 
lated to compensatory program development and activities; the eighth 
was partially accomplished. 

8. The SCE Evaluation component successfully completed all tasks related to 
the organization, administration, and dissemination of information for 
the Texas Assessment of Basic Skills project. Five reports concerning 
the SCE evaluation and TABS project were completed on schedule; one is 
In ^progress (the TEA report). 

9. An estimated 2,857 students received direct classroom instruction through 
SCE funds in the sixth through twelfth grades. It is impossible to 
estimate the total number of individual students receiving some type 

of SCE services during 1979-80 (e.g., direct classroom instruction, 
supplementary, or other services) with the data presently available. 



Evalu^'- "Ion Summary ; 

The 1979-GO SCE budget: was $881,500. This money was divided among seven major 
components: 

I) Couujeling (Grades K-5) 
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2) Bilingual (Hasource Teachers for Grades K-S) 
i) Eleoeatary Currlculuffl (Currlcixlum Writer for Grades K-5) 

4) Sixth Grade (Language Arts Block) 

5) Secondary 

Direct Instruction Classes (Grades 7-8) 
Written Composition Laboratories (Grades 6-7-8) 
Robblns' Armadillo Arts Program (Grades 7-11) 
Parent Involvement, attendance Improvement, and ESOL materials 
(Grades 7-12) 

English for Speakers of Other Languages (ESOL) (Grades 7-12) 
Texas Assessment of Basic Skills (TABS) (Grade 9) 
Fundamentals of Math and Reading Tutorials (Grades 10-12) 

6) Planning 

7) Evaluation 

The percentage of the SCE funds expended 
lor each cqmponenc Is shown In Figure 1. 

The exact nature of the SCE evaluation 
during 1979-80 was dependent on the cost 
of the statewide testing of fifth and 
ninth graders. The sixty-sixth session 
of the Texas Legislature pasised Senate 
BUI 350 mandating the testing, but did 
not provide separate funding for it. 
The State Board decided to fund the pro- 
ject by having each school district 
eligible for SCE funds (based on students 
eligible for free or reduced lunch) pay 
a portion of the cost. Uncertainty about 
the exact cost of the Texas Assessment of 
Basic Skills (TABS) Project led to a de- 
cision to hold some of the Evaluation 
component funds (14,000) and some of the 
Secondary component funds (approximately 
$15,000 for parent Involvement, attendance 
Improvement, and ESOL materials) to cover potential TABS costs. The SCE 
Evaluator was also asked to spend as little as possible of the remaining 
SCE budget for 1979-80 ($36,000) to cover any additional TABS costs. Esti- 
mates of TABS coats from a variety of sources during the fall of 1979 ranged 
from $20,000 to $80,000. 

This uncertainty also led to a decision to collect just record -keeping data 
on services provided by each component funded by SCE. For most components, 
information about the nature of the program and the students served was 
determined. A comparison of the students eligible for the programs based 
on test scores and actually served was also done for a few components. Lists 
of the activities and end-products of the components which did not deal 
directly with students were also obtained. 

The SCE staff was cut back due to the anticipated 3S cost. The Evaluator 
was the only staff member until January, when a half-time progrrjumer intern 
and secretary were hired. 




Figure 1. 



PERCENT OF 1979-80 
SCE BUDGET ALLOCATED 
TO EACH "COMPONENT. 
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TEA finally rtported the asiount of SCE funds which Id be retained to pay 
for TABS in February » 1980. The cost was $1.60 pe«* ^ludent eligible for 
free or reduced lunch. Approximately $20,100 ($1.00 per SCF student) was 
taken from the overall SCE budget. Another $12,300 was taken from the 
Bvaluation component budget. In addition to this $32,400, a large portion 
of the SCE staff* 3 time (particularly the Evaluator and Secretary) and money 
were spent on tasks related to the TABS. testing. The direct cost of TABS 
for 1979-80 can therefore be estimated to be at least $51,000. The Indirect 
costs in staff time for other administrators and school personnel probably 
exceed ^ this amount. 

The chart below shows all of the program components ftmded by SCE this year 
and the grade levels to which they were directed. 
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GRADE LEVELS SERVED BY SCE PROGRAM COMPONENTS DURING l979-«0. SOflM conponancs sarva 
studtnt* f^tm d.lr«crl7 Chan ochara. 



Findings: Elementary and Sixth Grade Programs 

Counseling ^ The salaries of 22 counselors working in the Title I schools 
during 1979-80 were funded through SCE and local funds during 1979-80. SCE 
also paid for 100% of the counselor' s^^'^^ary at Winn. The counselors pro- 
vided guidance services on 26 elementary campuses to students, teachers, and 
parents through counseling, consultation, and coordination* The activities 
were designed Co improve student behavior and achievement. It can be 
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estimated that the counselors served approximately 11,424 students, including 
about 11 Indian ClZ), 103 Aalan (.9%), 3,696 Black (32%), 5,016 Hispanic" 
(44X) and 2,601 Anglo (23%) students. 

Bilingual Resource Teachers . Three bilingual 
resource teachers began serving students in 
six schools which had no other bilingxial pro- 
gram in November of 1979. Teachers tielped 
students with limited English speaking abili- 
ties make the transition to English. As of 
February, 1980, these thrfee teachers had 
served 98 students; three were Oriental, 87 
were Hispanic, and eight were Anglo. Almost 
all of the students served (93.8%) were LESA 
students. Of those with CAT reading scores 
from spring 1979, the median percentile 
score was 16. 

Elementary Curriculum Writer . The SCE 
Curriculum Writer worked on materials 
affecting elementary students^ achievement 
in areas such as social studies, oral lan- 
guage, writing, and mathematics. Kosc 
materials took the form of suggestions to 
the teacher. Her time was spent in activi- 
ties such as monitoring instruction in LOMS 
and other ar^^as, providing feedback and in- 
service to teachers, and assisting in mis- 
cellaneous writing tasks- (#.g., the District 
policy for promotion and retention), 

Six^'h Grade Language Arts- Block . During 
1979-80, fourteen floating teachers provided 
all of the language arts Instruction to SCE 
Identified students in the eight schools 
with sixth graders. This represented an 
increase of six teachers over 1978-79. The 
120-minute language arts block provides in- 
struction in reading, spelling, grammar, .md 
oral/written language. Students were iden- 
tified based on CAT scores (below the 40th 
percentile in reading) or other documented 
evidence of a need for the program. Pupil- 
teacher ratios were lower than average in 
these classes. 
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The SCE program served 777 students, 80% of 
whom were eligible for the program Based on 
CAT scores, and 20% of whom were identified 
in other ways. The median percentile scores 
for the students served ranged from ) 3 at 
Webb to 32 at Read. 
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Xn coBparlng th« nuab«r of students 
•llgii)!^ «nd ssrvttd by tha sixth 
grmds SCE prograa in 1978'-79 and 
1979-80, %t was found that fewer 
students were eligible for the pro- 
gram during 1979-80 based on CAT 
scores (1,337 as compared to 1,914). 
A higher number and percentage of 
those eligible were served with the 
Increased resources. Almost half 
(620 students or 46.4%) of those 
eligible for SCE services were served 
during 1979-80; only I8Z of those 
eligible during 1978-79 were served 
<343 students). Thus, the gap was 
narrowed between the number of stu- 
dents eligible and served by the 
program. 



Findings; Secondary Programs , 
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Direct Instruction CGrades 7-8) . This 
program is designed to provide reading 

instruction to low-achieving students. Students were identified based on 
CAT Reading Total percentile scores of 22 or below or a teacher* s Identi- 
fication. SCE provided money for the training of reading and English 
teachers in the method. During 1979-80, 1,383 students were served in 86 
Direct Instruction class sections at ten junior highs (all had the program 
except Pearce). Approximately 56 teachers were trained in the method. Of . 
the total served, 219 (15.8%) were Anglo, 325 (23.5%) were Black, 597 (43%) 
wete Hispanic, 11 (.8%) were Oriental, and one (.1%) was Indian. 

As of January, 1980, 1,824 students were eligible based on CAT scores. Of 
the 1,383 students in Direct Instruction classes as of May, 1980, 841 (61%) 
had CAT scores below the cutoff, 389 (28%) had no CAT reading score, and 
153 (11%) were above the CAT cutoffs The range of CAT scores for those 
served was 1 to 96, although a quick scanning revealed only seven scores 
above the 50th percentile. Thus, most of the students served were eligible 
based on CAT scores. However, since whe class space available was limited, 
it would seem preferable to have served a smaller number of students above 
the cutoff to make room for more of the st;udents below It. 



Written Composition Laboracories (Grades 6-7-8) ♦ SCE funded two Written 
Composition Laboratories at Dobie and Allan during 1979-80. Seventh and 
eighth grade disadvantaged students were the primary target for the program, 
but some sixth graders were also served at Allan as a courtesy to the staff. 
Laboratory staff coordinated efforts with the classroom teacher to provide 
special writing help to students with writing problems. 

A total cf 686 students were served by the programs during 1979-80 — 613 were 
seventh and eighth graders, and 73 were sixth graders. 



79.18 



9 

4 



Robbina* Armadillo Arts Program (Gradea 7-11) . SCE provided materials for 
,an attendance incentive program called Armadillo Arts at Robbins during 
1979-80^ Students entned points for specified desired activities in their 
classes, learned arts and crafts skills, a$t<l improved banking and 'mathe- 
matics skills. Points were converted to "Armadillo dollars" which students 
used to purchase items at auctions held each quarter* 

Virtually all of the students at Robbins jparticipated in the program, 
inc'luding 2 Indian, 0 Oriental, 22 Black, 27 Hispanic, and 79 Anglp students 
(130 students overall). The largest numbers of students were seventh (32%) 
and eighth (45%) graders. 

Parent Involvement. Attendance Improvement ^ 
and ESOL Materials (Grades 7-12) . Originally, 
the Junior and senior high schools which 
quallfl^ for Title I (Allan, Fulmore, Paarce, 
Martin, Doble,.and Johnston) were to receive 
money for these activities in September, 1979. 
However, the money was held rut 11 February 
whan the District was officially notified that 
it would be required to cover TABS costs and 
the amount expected. Each school received 
$283 for attendance Improvement, $484 for 
parent involvement, and $650 for ESOL materials 
which they could use in any way which met SCE 
guidelines . 



Only two schools used any of the allocated 
funds for attendance improvement— Johnston 
and Fillmore. They used the funds to print 
attendance cards and for field trip travel 
expenses for advisories with top attendance 
respectively. Average dally attendance for 
the two schools did not change during the 
third quarter. Only 14% of the total allo- 
cated attendance funds were expended, at 
least partially because of the delay in 
funding. 

Almost all (95%) of the money allocated for ESOL materials was expended. 
Schools purchased books, dictionaries, workboks, films, and cassettes of 
value to them In ESOL classes with the help of the Instructional Coordinator 
for Foreign Langxiage. 

SCE parent involvement funds were not utilized as fully as they might have 
been If funds had been released earlier (35% was spent) . Most of the money 
was used for mailing permits, stamps, and printing costs for mallouts 
regarding school activities and meetings (some of which related to deseg- 
regation). Approximately 1,900 parents attended open house and other 
meetings for which SCE funds were utilized. 
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Enallah for Speakers of Other Langtiagas (ESQL) . ESOL classes provide spe- 
cial English instruction for s^dents classified as LtSA (Limited English 
Speaking Ability) and other students in need of such services. This year, 
SCE paid for at least one section of ESOL at each Junior and senior high 
sthoo'*' (with the exception of Murchiaon, which had no class). Two schools 
nay have had oore than one section funded later In the year as needs ^ 
changed. '^^^ 

It was determined that 197 of the 218 Junior and Senior High LESA students 
(90. 4Z) wete being served in ESOL classes as of May, 1980. Approscioately 
315 students were enrolled in ESOL classes as of May, 1980. At least 257 
of these students received services through SCE funds (based on one section 
per school). The chart below shows the ethnic breakdown for the students ' 
served. A full 53Z of the students were Hispanic, and 36 S were Oriental. 
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Figure 3. STUDENTS SERVED BY ESOL CLASSES THROUGH SCE FUNDS. Figures 
based on one section per school. SCE may actually have paid 
for 58 additional students— 55 Hispanic and 3 Oriental. 

Texas Assessment of Basic Skills (TABS) (Grade 9) . The Texas Assessment of 
Basic Skills (TABS) is a scace-mandaced criterion«-ref erenced' testing pro- 
gram. All ninth and fifth graders were tested during the spring of 1980 
to assess cheir performance in the areas of trading, writing, and mathe~ 
macics. Ac che secondary level, $2,452 was encximbered to cover che cost 
of teacher and clerical substitutes to help with cest-related activities. 

Fundamentals of Math and Reading Tutorials (Grades 10-12) . These classes 
are desigrec Co serve chose students in grades 10-12 who have noc previously 
mec che AISD graduaclon re<lulremencs In mathematics and reading (currencly 
che 50th percentile ac the eighth grade level on Che CAT). SCE funded at 
least one seccion of each cype of tutorial per quarter during 1979-80. As 
needs changed, mori secclons may have been paid for chrough SCE. 

Based on one seccion per quarter, SCE provided funds Co serve 532 scudencs. 
The eChniciCy of Cwo of these studenCs was unknown, 1 was Indian, 202 were 
'Black (38%), 17 were Oriental (3%), 163 were Hispanic (31%), and 147 were • 
Anglo (28%). 
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Planninit, Two .compensatory planners* one secretary, and one hourly planning 
assistant were funded through SCE this year. The plaanera carried out a 
variety of taalcs related to compensatory prog'flms in the District; they 
were invtJlved in Title I PAC and other parent involvement activities, yftTftff 
development for compensatory staff, the written compojition program, desegre- 
gation activities, the preparation of gvaat applications, and miscellaneous 
activities, • The planners succeeded in fully achieving seven and partially 
achieving one of .their eight objectives. 

Evaluatioa . The evaluation staff for SCS during 1979-80 included one eval- 
.uator^ a half-times secretary, and a half-time programmer Intern (the half- 
time positions were filled in January). A major portion of the staff time 
and budget was spent on activities related to the development, organization, 
administration, and disscmi.nation of the TABS testing project. All of the 
TABS activities were completed on schedule. -The number of students tasted 
by ethnicity is shown below. 
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Figure 4. STUDENTS TESTED WITH TI.E TABS TESTS DURING SPRING 1980. 



Two reports (ORE Publ:^cation Nos. 79.40 
and 79.51) concerning the TABS results 
were published in early June of 1980. 
A coding reversal error was subsequently 
discovered. Page 9 in both reports should 
read, "In a random survey of AISD teach- 
ers conducted by ORE this spring, nearly 
two-third's agreed that there should be 
State requirements for graduation and 
promotion. However, 52% did not know 
whether minimum competency requirementa 
had improved graduates' skills in reading 
and math." Appendix H in the SCE Final 
Technical Report provides the correcced 
teacher responses. 
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The other major activities engaged in by the evaluation staff related to 
the collection of record-keeping information concerning the ways SCE 
funds were spent, the number of students served, and the activities and 
products of SCE activities. A technical report, final report suumary, 
and TEA report all relate to this effort. 
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State Compensatory Education . 
Appendix A 

LIMITED ENGLISH SPEAKING ABILITY (LESA)/ESOL FILE 



79 as 

Intcrumtnt OMcrioeion: Umlfd Enallih Sottklnf Abtllcv fl£SA)/ESQL Flit 



Irlif diacriotion of ch» lnitr\^nc i 

Th« ICSA Flit con«l»e^ of evo naechad ^ompuctr prlncoucsi On« Use includtt 
all Junior and sanior high school tcudanea Idanelflad aa LESA according co 
cha Offlca of Civil Righea (OCR) daflnlelon. Tha ochar Use Includaa scudanca 
anrollad la Engllah aa a Saconw Languaga (ESOL) claaaas* An Indication or 
^vhaehar studaoca Idantlflad a$ OCR LESA vara balag sarvad by aa ESOL claaa 
vaa mada. 

CA 

To whom vaa ch» Initrument admlnucer(*d ? 
All junior and sanlor high school scudaacs. 



Hov itany timas was the Instrument admlnlstcrgd ^ 
Tvlca « 

When was the Instrument admlalscered ? 
Oacambar, 1979, and April. 1980. 

Where the instrument administered '* 
In tha schools. 

Who administered the Instrument ? 
Mot appllcabla. 

What training ild the adminiacratorg have ? 
Mot applicable. 

Was Che iniitruinent administered under standardized conditfions ? 
Not applicable. 

Were there problems with the instrument or the administration chat mi^ht 
atfect the validity of the data .^ 

Some ^accuracies in tha Dacembar lists vera caused by unprocessed records. 
Hovav«r, councs vara bas^^d on April lists. 

'<^Q developed the instrument • 

ORE basad on Homa t^guaga Survevs and CELT scores provided by the schools. 
What rellabllUy and validity data are a^>ailable the Inst rumenc ' 
Varlr'lcatlon of lists was aade by schools. ^ 

Are there nom data available for incgrprgciaa :ne resulcs '' 
Uot applicable. 
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LIMITEP ENGLISH SPEAKING ABILITY (LESA)/ESOL FILE 



Purpose 

The Limited English Speaking Ability (LESA)/ESOL File was developed to 
provide information relev-'nt t<J the following decision and evaliia^n 
question: ^. ^ 

Decision Question Dl ; Should more emphasis be placed on 
serving educationally disadvantaged students through SCE? 

Evaluation Question Dl-1 ; Which students were iden- 
tified as Limited English Speaking Ability (LESA) 
by the Office of Civil Rights (OCR) definition? 
Are these students receiving English for Speakers 
of Other Languages (ESOL) program services? If not, 
why not? What is the ethnic breakdown for students 
served? 



Procedure 

Two computer printouts developed by the Local/State Bilingual staff 
were used in addressing this evaluation "question. More -detailed in- 
formation concerning the development of the LESA Master File can be found 
in the Final Technical Report; Local/State Bilingual 197^-80 . 

The printouts used concerned junior and senior high school students 
eligible for and receiving special instruction in English. The first 
list, called the Roster of LESA and Bilingual Program Students, includes 
all students eligible for English for Speakers of Other Languages 
(ESOL) classes based on Survey of Home Languages and Comprehensive 
English Language Test (CELT) results. ESOL clas'=»es are required for 
students who speak a language other than English and score below 29 
on the CELT. 

The second printout lists the names of junior and senior students 
actually in ESOL classes based on the Student Grade Record (SGR) file. 
Schools were called to verify the course numbers used, since they are 
not uniform across schools. Junior highs used the following numbers: 

• Allan 1005, 1005.4 ' 

Bedichek 1508 (English) 

Burnet 1005 

Dobie 1508.8, 1507.8 

Fulmore 1005 

Lamar 1005 

Martin 1005, 1005.1 



ERIC 



A-3 



79 as 



Murchison 
0. Henry 
Pearce 
Porter 



none 



1507.7, 1508.7 
9309 

1507. U 1508.0 



Senior high schools used course number 1014. ESOL and LESA lists were run 
in April, 1980^ 



These two computer listings were then matched. Students on the LESA 
eligibility list who were in an ESOL class were marked with a +; those 
who were not served were marked with a 0. 

A list showing the number of students served and not servedvVas then 
drawn up and discussed at a secondary principals meeting early in May. 
^me of the non-matches were due to lag. time between schools reporting 
errors and changes being made in the computer file. Some of them were 
actually being served; others had letters on file in the schools from 
parents requesting that their children not be in such a class. Other 
inconsistencies were due to a misunderstanding of when students could 
be exited frolt LESA. Another small group was simply not being served 
for a variety of reasons. Two junior high lists were accessed under 
the wrong course numbers; a new list of ESOL classes was produced in 
May. , . 

Principals were asked to return the LESA-ESOL lists with their corrections 
to ORE by May 23, 1980 or provide the information by telephone. Principals 
who had not returned forms or called by May 26 were called by SCE staff 
for corrections. The LESA, LANG, and STUD computerized files, as well 
as the card file kept by the Instructional Coordinator for Foreign 
Language, were consulted to resolve final questions. All corrections 
were noted on the LESA list. Corrections x^ill be made to the LilSA 
master file tape in Ju^y, 1980. 

A final count was then made by hand of the students served and not served 
by* ESOL based on the computer lists and school corrections. Students 
who were- Special Education students or not served by ESOL due to parental 
request were not included in the counts. 

No attempt was made to distinguish between ESOL classes funded by SCE 
and those that were not because it was felt this would be less informative 
and more confusing. SCE originally was to fund one course section of ESOL 
at ^11 of the Junior and Senior High Schools. However, this was adjusted 
during the year as needs dictated, fulmore has two sections, and Martin 
has three. These distinctions will be dealt with in the Summary Data 
Appendix (I) . 
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^^x^ Results 

Evaluation Question Dl-1 ; Which students were Iden- 
tified as Limited English Speaking Ability (LESA) 
by the Office of Civil Rights (OCR) definition? 
Are these students receiving English for Speakers 
of Other Languages (ESOL) program services? If not, 
why not? What Is the ethnic breakdovm for students 
served? 

The answers to these questions can be found In Figures A-1 and A-2. 
They are summarized below. 

'Students Identified as .LESA : As of April, 156 junior high and 62 senior 
high students were Identified as LESA students In need of special In- 
struction In English, 

LESA students served by ESOL classes ; At the junior high level, 148 
(95%) of the 156 students identified as LESA were enrolled In ESOL 
durlSS 1979-80. At the senior high level, 49 (79%) of the 62 LESA stu- 
dents attended ESOL classes. 

Reasons students were not served : 

• The primary reason seemed to be that many school personnel 
(principals, counselors, clerks, and teachers) were confused 
about the entrance and exit criteria. Some staff thought they 
were the same, which they were not. Students need to show high 
enough achievement In reading on District achievement tests as 
welt as the CELT test to exit LESA status; many staff thought 
high enough scores oa e^ither test were sufficient grounds to 
exit LESA status. 

• Some students were chronically absent, and not available for 
testing or placement. 

• A few students who were transferred In or enrolled late In the 
year were not placed In class due to Insufficient time. 

• A few students were placed In regular English and communication 
classes because school staff felt they would benefit more from 
it. Usually, this was combined with the confusion over when to 
exit a ^jf.udent. Some students were presumed exited from LESA 
by school staff based on their CELT scores and placed In regular 
classes. This confusion remained until May when they weye In- 
formed again that high enough achievement test scores were also 
necessary* By this time it was too late to change schedules, 
l^lien this was explained to one counselor, she said with surprise 
(paraphrased), '*That means that some of these students will always 
be LESA. That's a shame for those whose main problem is not 
language. Some can easily improve enough to pass the language 
test, but will never meet the reading achievement requirements..'' 
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No interit to purposely deny students' services was found. For those few 
students who were not served, it seemed to primarily be the result of the 
complicated and confusing LESA process. 

Ethnic breakdown of students served ; The LESA and ESOL lists generated 
did not include ethnicity information. This information is provided in 
Appendix I, the Summary D^ta File. 
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SCHOOL 


NO. LESA 


NO. LESA STUDENTS 
IN ESOL 


•^PERCENT 
IN ESOL 


NO. NOT 
IN ESOL 


PERCENT NOT 1 
IN ESOL 1 


JUNIOR HIGHS 












ALLAN 


10 


9 


90% 


1 


10% 1 


BEDICHEK 


5 


3 


60% 


2 


40% 1 


■ BURNET 


5 


3 


60% 


2 


B 40% 1 


0. HENRY 


5 


5 


100% 


0 


0% 1 


PEARCE 


A 


3 


75% 


1 


25% 1 


PORTER 


3 


3 


100% 


0 


0% 1 


DOBIE 


5 


5 


100% 


0 


0% 1 


FULMORE 

(2 sections) 


44 


4A 


100% 


0 


0% 1 


LAMAR 


12 


10 


83% 


2 


17% 1 


MURCHISON 


0 


0 


— 


— 




MARTIN 

(3 sections) 


63 


63 


100% 


0 


0% 1 


TOTAL 


156 


1A8 


95% 


8 


5% 1 



Figure A- I. JUNIOR HIGH LESA STUDENTS IN ESOL CLASSES AS OF MAY, 1980. Stu- 
dents not served due to parent request or special education 
status are not included in counts. Ba '.ed on lists of LESA and 
ESOL students generated in April and May. 



ERIC 
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Figure A-2. SENIOR HIGH LESA STUDENTS IN ESOL CLASSES DURING 1979-80. Stu- 
dents not served due to parental request or special education 
status are not included in the counts. Based on lists of LESA 
and ESOL students generated in April and updated in May, 1980. 



*Student was enrolled in regular communication skills class, 
but was )given special attention in recognition of language 
status . 
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8rf< dtacrir c ion of tht inttruwtnc : 

Tht DRZ fH% eoatitca of tht%% computer progrtmn and laformation from th% juaior 
high tchoolt with Dlrtct lattruction (Rtadlag or English) clatSM. lists of 
•cudMts ttrvftd by Dlrtct Intcruction clatttt wtrt sent to th% schools for cor«* 
rtctioas and vtriflcACion. tht Use of choss ssrvsd was ssrgtd vtch CAT rsading 
scorts. Two lists of thoss bslow ths 22ad psrcsntils strvtd and not ssrved by 
diract lAscruction vara, craacad. 



To whom was chs tnscrumenc sdminiscsrsd ? 

Principals, counsalors, snd Dlract Instruction caachars in tha Junior high schools. 



How Ttany :lmas was tht Inatrumant adiainiscered ? 
Onct* 

Vhtn was tht Lnstrumtnt admlnlstertd ? 
March. 



Whert was the inatrumtnt jadmlnlattered ? 

Allan Dobla Mirtin Portar 

8tdichtk Fulmort Murchison 

Burnt t Laoar 0, Htnry 

Who administtrtd the Instruatnt ? 

Stlf «»admlnisttrtd. 



Wha: training dj>d tht administrators have ? 
Wrltttn Instructions through a atoiorandua. 



Was the inatrumtnt admlnisttred unde_r standardized conditions ? 
Evtryont rtctlvtd standard Instructions and forms. 



tftrt thtre problems with che Instrumtnt or the administration that might 
affect tht validity of tht data ? 

Tht only probltm which could afftct tht accuracy of the counts slightly (but 
hopt fully did not) la tht fact that student names added after tht teachers 
verified the lists were not re-checked by the schools* 

'4ho developed the Instrument 
SC£ ^valuator. 

«ihat reliability 4nd validity data are available on 'the Instr^omenc ^ 

Computer Listing of students in Direct Instruction classes vas verified '-rlth 
the schools* 

Are chere nom data ^available toy interpreting :he results ' 
No* 
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DIRECT RKADING INSTRUCTION (DRI) FILE 



Purpose 

The Direct Reading Inst.ruction (DRI) File provided information rele- 
vant to the following decision and evaluation question: 

Decision Question Dl ; Should more emphasis be placed on 
serving educationally disadvantaged students through SCE? 

Evaluation Question Dl-2 ; How many seventh and 
eighth graders scored at or below the third 
stanine in reading on the CAT? Who was identi- 
fied to receive Direct Reading Instruction (DRI)? 
Were they served? Were others served? 



Procedure 

SCE provided money for the training of Reading and English teachers in 
the direct instruction method. For this reason, the number of students 
served by these teachers in Direct Instruction classes during 1979-80 
was tallied. 

During January of 1980, a computer list of students who scored at or 
below the third stanine in reading (?2nd percentile or below) on the CAT 
during spring of 1979 was generated (based on CAT records). This was then 
merged with the current HEW file to determine which students were still 
in AISD and ^here. This list provided a count of the number of seventh 
and eighth graders who scored at or below th? third stanine in reading 
on the CAT. ^ • * 

Students in Direct Instruction 

During the fall of 1979, a list of Direct Instruction Reading and English 
teachers in the Junior highs by school and period number was obtained 
through the Junior High Assistant Director for Secondary Education (see 
Attachment B-1). The courses do not have their own course number— they 
are simply listed under the reading numbers of U07 and 1408, Thus, in 
order to get a computer list of students in the classes, the course num- 
ber plus the period number plus the teacher number had to be used. 

Computer lists which listed the names, identification numbers, and teachers' 
names for Direct Instruction classes by school were generated in early 
March, 1980. This information was drawn from the Student Grade Report (SGR) 
file. These lists were sent to .the junior high principals in March with 
instructions (see Attachment B-2). Principals were to list any missing 
classes on the "Extra Direct Instruction Classes" form. E<^ch Direct 



79.18 



Instruction teacher had to make necessary changes, additions, aim de- 
letions. Students who were in class at any time during the year were - 
counted as being served. 

All but one of the lists were returned by early April. The last school 
was sent another copy of the list, which was returned by the end of April. 

Upon receipt at ORE, additions .^and deletions of students and classes 
were checked. The period number for extra classes was not listed, so 
this was determined from the, master course schedule for teachers. Large 
groups of extra students add^d to the list were also checked to see which 
class period they had Direct Instruction. This served as a check on the 
extra courses added by the 'principals, and revealed a couple of additional 
course sections. 

Changes were made in the program to enter and delete appropriate classes. 
The CAT and dUI files were also merged at this time. The new file was 
checked against the corrected printouts sent to the schools. Some stu- 
dents were lost and gained in the process because of adds and drops in 
the classes. Some students were also lost who did not take the CAT the 
previous spring. 

Another printout was generated which lifted each student in DRI classes by 
teacher and period number. This was then checked against the corrected 
list from the school. Missed students were added at the CRT screen. 
This file was then again matched with the CAT file, and all available 
reading scores were* printed. . A "NO" was printed for all students who had 
no reading t^-St score. Any student names that were duplicates on the 
list of students were eliminated by hand. Two class periods that were 
not deleted by mistake were also crossed out* The computer list repre- 
sents a. count of students served as of May, 1980 (see Appendix I for 
ethnicity breakdowns). 

Counts were then made of the number of students in Direct Instruction 
classes who were above and below the 22nd percentile in reading on the 
CAT, as well as thpse who had no scores. 



Results 

Decision Question Dl : Should more emphasis be placed on 
serving educationally disadvantaged students through SCE? 

• Evaluation Question Dl-2 : How many seventh and 
eighth graders scored ^at^ or_below the third 
stanine in reading on thu^AT? Who was identi- 
fied to receive Direct Reading Instruction (DRI)? 
Were they served? Were others served? 

The Direct Reading Instruction program is designed to provide reading in- 
struction to low-achieving students in seventh and eighth grade. All of 

^ B-4 
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the junior high schools except ?earaS [ten schools) participated in the 
program. It involved 56 teachers AXid 83 course sections. The primary 
method used to identify students for the 1979-80 school year was to 
check CAT results for the previous spring. However, other', students iden- 
tified at the school as needing special reading instruction were also 
eligible. ■ ' 



As of January-, 1980, 1,824 se:^nth and eighth graders who scored at or 
below the 22nd percentile in reading on the spring, 1979 CAT were attending' 
AISD's Junior high schools with Direct Instruction classes. These students 
were all considered eligible for Direct Instruction Reading and English 
classes. In addition, some of the 315 students who had no CAT reading 
score were probably also in need of the services (see Figure B-1). 

A total of 1,383 students were served based on the SGR file as of May, 
1980. Approximately 841 (6l%) had CAT scores below the cutoff; 389 (28%) 
had no CAT Reading Total score, and 153 (11.1%) had a CAT score above the 
22nd percentile cutoff (see Figure B-2) . Thus, 841 (46%) of those eligible' 
for SCE based on CAT scores were served; 542 (54%) were not. A quick 
scanning of the Reading Total CAT percentile scores of students served 
jreveals a range of 1 to 96. 'However, only seven students were found who 
scored above the 50th percentile. 

In attempting to address the -issue of whether more emphasis should be 
placed on serving educationally disadvantaged students through SCE, the 
type of students served and the achievement gains of program students 
seem relevant. 

While it is legitimate to serve a student who scores above the cutoff if 
the program is considered appropriate, it seems reasonable to hope that 
students scoring below the cutoff be served first. In this sense, the 
program could emphasize serving disadvantaged students a little more, since 
153 students who scored above the cutoff were served, while 542 who scored 
below it were not. J* 

The CAT and ITBS performance for 1979 and 1980 of low-achieving students 
who were and were not served by Direct Instruction classes was checked by 
other ORE staff. The study found that students in both the regular and 
the Direct Instruction English and Reading classes gained more than one 
year's growth in one year on the average. However, students in regular 
classes showed greater gains. Further information on the study and results 
can be found in the 1979-80 Junior High Direct Instruction Study (Publica- 
tion Number 79.56). These results make it unclear whether more emphasis 
should be placed on serving disadvantaged students through Direct Instruction 





AT OR BELOW 

CAT CUTOFr 


NO CAT 1 
^ SCORE 1 


1 Allan 


208 




1 Bedlchek 


221 


90 1 


1 Burnet 


146 


1 
1 


1 Doble 


208 


A2 1 
■ 


1 'Fulmore 


257 


1 A 1 


1 Lamar 


127 


9Q <i 1 
4^ ■ 


1 Martin 


7* 


AQ 1 


1 Murchison 




1 

Zo ■ 


1 0» Henry 




1 7 1 


1 Porter ; 


162 


30 1 


1 TOTAL 


1,824 


315 1 


1 Pearce 

1 (no DI class) 


250 


52 1 



Figure B-1. JUNIOR HIGH STUDENTS WITH LOW OR NO CAT 
READING SCORE. Students with scores at 
^ or below the 22nd pa -centile in reading 
on the CAT given in spring, 1979 were 
eligible for Direct Instruction. Other 
students identified by the. schools as 
needing special reading/English instruc- 
tion were also eligible. Pearce did not 
have any Direct Instruction classes. 

B-6 

36 
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1 SCHOOLS AND 
1 ENROLLMENT 


TOTAL NUMBER 
SERVED 


NUMBER AT OR 
BELOW CAT CUTOFF 


NUMBER WITHOUT 
CAT SCORE 


NUMBER ABOVE 
CAT CUTOFF 


1 Allan 
1 (N-377) 


156 


89 


47 


20 


1 Bedlchek 
1 (N-1,154) 


29 


5 


5 


19 


1 Burnec 
1 (N-786) 


199 


79 


98 


22 


1 Dobie 
1 (N"882) 


U8 


108 


33 


'7 

: 1. 


1 Fulmore 
1 (N-827) 


222 


137 


70 


15 


1 Lamar 
1 (N-694) 


5^ 


35 


9 


12 


1 Martin 
1 (N.-512) 


222 


171 


37 


14 


1 Murchison 

1 (N^eg*)) 


73 


45 


12 


• 16 


1 0. Henry 
1 (N-692) 


131 . 


^77 


37 

* 


17 


1 Porter 
1 '(N-769) 


147 


95 


41 

1 


11 

/ 


1 TOTAL MUMRFR 


J. 1 JO J 

100.0 


60.8 


'J Q Q 

28. 1 


1 c: 1 
i 3 J 

11.1 



Figure STUDENTS SERVED BY DIRECT INSTRUCTION BY SCHOOL AND CAT STATUS, 

Classes were found in all junior highs except Pearce. Students 
were eligible if they received a Reading Total Score of 22 or 
below on the CAT administered in the spring of 1979 or the 
school staff identified them as needing ser^vices. Enrollment 
is based on November, 1979 figures for 7th and 8th grade. Stu- 
dents served were determined through the Student Grade Report 
(SGR) computer file in May, 1980. 
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AUSTIN INOEPENOBT SCHOOL DISTRICT 
Division of Instruction and Development 
; 0^ Department of Secondary Education 

Staff Development Specialists 



October 26, 1379 



• • \ .-"SUMMARY OF DIRECT INSTRUCTION CUSSES 



TEAC«ER 


PERIOD 


STUDENTS 


PROGRAM/LEVEL 




I 


8 


Decoding B . ^. 






Decoding B 


5 


9 


Decoding A 




4 


17 


Decoding B-ei 




2 


. 14 


Decoding B 


4 


12 


Decoding C 




• 2 


10 


Decoding C 




2 


. -3 


Decoding A Mig. 


4 


4 . 


Decoding B Hig. 


f 


1 


22 


.Comprehension C 


3 


21 


Comprehension C 












1 


is 


Decoding B 




2 


12 


Decoding B 

1 



SCHOOL 



ALLAN 



BEDICHEK 



B-8 



28 



Attachment Br-l 
(contlnue4, page 2 of 6) 



SCHOOL 

<• 


TEACHER 


PERIOD 


STUDENTS 


PROGRAM/LEVEL 


3UR!IET 




2 


IQ 


pecoding 6 Spec, U 




1 
1 


3 


13 


Decoding B Spec. Ec 






• 

1 


19 


Decoding C 






2 


U 


Decoding B 






6 . 


13 


Decoding B 




• 


1' 


20 


Decoding 8 






• 1 


19 


Decoding C Spec. Ed. 






1 


18 


Decoding A Spec. Ed. 






2 


11 


Spec. Ed. 

Comprehension B 






3 


20 


> 

•Comprehension B 






5 


11 


Spec. Ed. 
Com^Jrehension 8 






3 


13 


Comprehension 6 






5 


20 


Comprehension 6 






1 


11 


Spec. Ed ., 
Comprehension A 






2 


11 


Spec. Ed j 
Comprehension A 






2 


20 


Comprehension B 



Attachment B-1 
(continued, page 3 of 6) 



SCHOOL 


TEACHER 


PERIOD 


STUDENTS 


PROGRAM/LEVa. 


COB IE 
FULMORE 

^ » — ' 




1 ' 


15 


Decoding E 




2 • 


10 


Decoding B 




• 

1 


20 


Decoding A 




3 - 


11 


Decoding B 




4 - 


13 


Comprehension A 




3 ■ 


13 


Spec-Ec 
Comprehension 8 




5 


15 


Spec. Ed. 
Comprehension B 




2 


. 9 


Comprehension h 




t 

4 


•la 


Comprehension A 


• 






• 




I, t, - 
1 


25 


Decoding B 


3 




Decoding 8 


6 


23 


Decoding B 







30 


Decoding 6 




3 


32 


Decoding 8 






4 


i 

Decoding A Mig. | 



Attachment B-6 
(continued, page 4 of 6) 



SCHOOL 



FULMORE 
(continued) 



LAMAR 



MARTIN 

;• 5 / 



TEi^CHER 


PERIOD 


STUDENTS 


PROGRAM/LEVa 




5 ' 


15 


Decoding B 




- 3 


23 


Comprehension A 




1 ' 


24 


Comprehension B 


6 


24 


Comprehension B 












✓ 

3 


20 


Decoding B 


- • 




— 12 - 


Spec. Ed. 
- Comprehen s ton-B- — - 




4 ' 


13 


Comprehension B 




• 








1 


19 


• Decoding B-61 


\ 


V 

1 


17 


Decoding B--61' 


2 ^• 


27 


. 2 

Decoding B 


3 ^ 


23 


Decoding B-61 


D - 


24 


Decoding S 


5 ' 


23 


DewOding 8 


1 

1 
1 
1 

1 


2 




Decoding B 



B-U 



Attachmenc B-6 
(continued » page 5 of 6) 

»» 



SCHOOL 


TEACHER 


PERIOD 


STUOEMTS 


PROGRAM/LEVEL 


MARTIN 

(Continued) 

MURCHISON 
O.HENRY 

. PORTER 

1 






19 


Decoding B 




4 


27 


Comprehension 












1 - 




1 

3 . 


19 


Comprehension 6 


4 


14 


Comprehension B 


• 


2 ' 


16 


Comprehen5,1on B 


3 


13 


Comprehension 3 




4 - 


13 


Comprehension B 










5 ^ 


22 


•Decoding B 


6 


21 


Decoding B 




1 " 


21 / 13 


B,C/0ecod1ng C 


Z 


11 / 7 


Decoding C 




I 


13 


Comprehension 3 




1 










22 


! 

Decoding A Soec. Ed. 1 



Attachment B"*! 
.(continued, page 6 of 6) 



SCHOOL 


TEACHER 


PERIOD 


STUOEHTS 


PROGRAM/LEVEL 


PORTER 
(Continued) 

' / 
— s J 
t 

f ' • 




4 


20 


Decoding C 




3 - 


28 


Decoding B 




• 

5 ■ 


21 


Decoding 3 






10 


Spec .Ed. 
Comprehension A 




16 


Spec. Ec 
Comprehension A 




2 ' 


'18 


Comprehension 8 


5 


17 


Comprehension B 




3 •• 


V* 

. 14 


Comprehension 8 




3 


22 


Spec. Ed. 

Comprehension A 




1, 3 




• 
















































1 
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Attachment B-2 



• (Page 1 of 3) 



AUSTIN INDEPENDENT SCHOOL DISTRICT 
Office of Research and Evaluation 



Match 17, 1980 



TO: 



Junior High Principals 



FROM: 



Nancy B^nen 



■■"SUBJECT :'■ *" Direct Ins tYiict ibri"""cias se ^ " " " 

We need to know which students have been served in Direct Instruction 
classes in your school this year for the SCE evaluation and report to 
TEA. I have enclosed a computer printout which lists the names of 
students we believe were in Direct Instruction last fall or are in it 
now (as of February). The list should include all English and Reading 
Direct Instruction classes. 

We would like to verify that the lists include the correct classes, 
and that all students wiio have taken the classes during the 1979-80 
school year are listed correctly. We would appreciate it if you would 
do the following: 

1. Check through the teachers' names to make sure they all 

have a Direct Instruction class (or did have last fall). ^ 

a. If a teacher is listed who has not taught Direct 
Instruction this year, cros** through his or her name 
where it appears on the printout. 

b. If the teacher for the class was changed, fill in the 
name of the new teacher on the printout for appro- 
priate students next to the wrong teacher's name. 

2. If a teacher has a class and it is not listed at all 
(even with the wrong teacher's name), please list the 
teacher's name, the course number being used, and. his or 
her teacher number on the enclosed form for "Extra Direct 
Instruction Classes". 

3. Pass this printout on to the Direct Instruction teachers, 
and ask them to do the following: 

a. Cross out the names of anyone who was never in their 
class . 

b. Add the names, ID numbers, their name (under TEACHER), CAT 
score (if known) of anyone who is in the class but not 
listed. 

Please ask the teachers to check through the list as soon as they can 
after receiving it (within a day or two) and pass it on to the next 
teacher listed. We will make a computer list of any new teachers' 
students to save them some time. Have the last teacher return the 
printout to you, and then send the printout and "Extra Direct Instruction 
Classes" form back to me at ORE. Try to return the forms to me by 
March 28ch if possible, but April 11th at the latest. 



B-14 




Attachment B-2 

79*18 (continued! page 2 of 3) 



Thank you very much for your help. 

Approved: \ S.^'-^^ 

Senidc Evaluator» External Programs 

Approved: ~>r7c / ^ ' 




^ Director, Research and Evaluation 

" ;-■ 

Approved: <:?s^ /^:2'^HA''t-^'-v'--e^^ 

Director, i-'condary Edii^ation 

NB:mf 

Enclosures 
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EXTRA DIRECT INSTRUCTION CLASSES 



Please list the following inforroation for Direct Instruction classes taught during 
1979-80 and not listed on the printout: 



Teacher Name 


Teacher Number 


Course Number 


Sub ^ er t** 
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* English, Language Arts, or Reading 
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Ingttuatnt Dfeglotion: Robblni' Rteerdt 



ftrUf daicription of eht Initrum^nt: 



Robblna' Ktcorda v«rt uMd to obealo « rotcar of tcudtats partlelpAClot In eh« 
ArBAdUXo Arts ptofrw MCh quarctt of 1979-90. 



To whom Wi tht tnttruptnt administered ? 
Hobblnt' school ptlneiP4l. 



Hov, 3f ny clges ve the instrugenc admlnlatered ? 
Thre« timet. 

When wes che Instrument administered ? 

November, 1979. 
Febnuiry., 1980. 
March, 1980. 
^(Once each quarter) 

jrfhere waa the mscrumcnc admlniacered? 



What training did the admlnlstracors have ? 
Inatruetlooa through a memorandum. 

Waa^the Instrument admlnlscered under standardized conditions ? 
Not applicable. 

Wtre there problems with the Inacrument or the administration chat nilght 
affect Che validity ot che data ? 

Hoae that are knom. 

Who developed che Instrument * 
SCE Cvaluator. J 

What reliability and validity daca are Avall^bit* on che Instrument ^ 

Second and third quarter data were checked against previous rosters, providing a 
double check. Also* the Student Grade Report file could be used to check names. 

Are there norm data available fQr Interpretlnsi :.»*.e resuica ? 
Not applicableV 



0 



W. R« Robblna School. 



Who administered the Instrument? 



Sel f -*admlnl8 1 e r ed . 
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ROBBINS' RECORDS 



Purpose ^ 

Robbins* Records provided information relevant to the following de-- 
clslon and evaluation question: 

Decision Question Ql ; Should more emphasis be placed on 
serving educationally disadvantaged students through SCE? 

Evaluation Question Dl-3 : How many students were 
served by the Armadillo Arts program at W. R. Robbins? 
by ethnicity? 



Program Description 

W. R. Robbins is an alternative sch^l which serves seventh through 
tenth graders who were not performj[n| well In the regular AISD schools. 
■SCE provided materials for the Armadillo Arts program at W. R. Robbins 
during .1979-80. Artaadillo Arts is an incentive program designed to 
encourage regular and enthusiastic school attendance. Students earn 
points for specified desired activities in all of their classes, learn 
arts and crafts skills, and improve banking and mathematics skills. 
Points earned are converted to "Armadillo riollars" which students use 
to purchase Items at auctions held eacb quarter. 



Procedure 

The principal of W. R. Robbins received the memorandum shown in 
Attachment C-1 in November. She was asked to provide a roster of stu- 
dents participating in the Armadillo Arts program, along with information 
on students ethnicity, grade level, and identification number. A memo- 
randum was sent out again in February, asking for updated information 
on second quarter program participants. The principal was asked to 
simply .make ^he additions and deletions on a copy of the first quarter 
roster. The same procedure was followed for the third quarter; a second 
quarter roster was sent to Robbins in mid-March, asking for additions 
and deletions to reflect third quarter participants. ^ 

Upon receipt of the rosters, counts were made of the number of students 
participating in the program by grade and ethnicity. Overall counts 
of the absolute number of students participating each quarter were made. 
Then the rosters were checked to see how many individual students par- 
ticipated. Since there was a high degree of overlap each quarter, this 
number was only expected to be slightly higher than the number zi students 
participating in the program during a quarter. 
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Results 



. Evaluation Question Dl-3 i How many students were- 
served by the Armadillo Arts program at W. R. Robbins? 
by ethnicity? 



Figure C-I shows the number of students participating in the Armadillo 
Arts program each quarter of the 1979-80 school year.fMany of the stu- 
.den.t8-.w.ere ..actually- -served- all - three quarters , and -are included In- the 
count each time. If each student in the p-4.ogram during any quarter is 
counted, it is found that 130 students participated in the Armadillo 
Arts program during 1979-80*. This Included 79 Anglos (61%), 23 Blacks 
(18%), 26 Hiapanics (20%), 0 Orientals (0%), and 2 Indians (1%). 




4f, 




Figure C-l. COUNTS OK STUDENTS IN ARMADl J ARTS PROGRAM. Includes students In 

program at Robbins each quarter during 1979-80 by grade anii ethnicity. 
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AUSTIN INDEPENDENT SCHOOL DISTRICT * 
Office of Research and Evaluaclon 

November 9, 1979 

TO: Gloria Williams 
FROM: Nancy Baenen 

SUBJECT: Evaluation of Armadillo Arts Program 

I decided that if all of the students at Robbins are involved in the 
Armadillo Arts program, this is the count we will use for SCE. I 
would appreciate receiving school rosters including the following 
information at the end of each quarter (Nov. 19, Fab. 28, April 30): 

• . Students' names 
. Students' ethnicity according to the following codes: 

I American Indian - A person having origins in any of the 

original peoples of North America. 
0 Asian or Pacific Islander - A person having origins in 

any of the original peoples of the Far East, Southeast 

Asia, or the Pacific Islands. Tliis includes, for example, 

China, Japan, Kor'sa, the Phillipines, and Samoa. 
B Black, not of Hispanic Origin - A person having -origins 

in any of the black racial groups. 
H Hispanic - A person of Mexican, Puerto Rlcan, Cuba, Central 

or South American, or other Spanish Culture or origin, 

regardless of race. 
A White, not of Hispanic Origin - A person having origins in 

any of the original peoples of Europe, North Africa, Middle 

East, or the Indian subcontinent. 
Students* grade level ♦ 
. . Students* identification number (optional). 

Please cross out the names of any students who do notv.participate 

for some reason in the Armadillo Arts program. Also, send a complete 

roster each time, and star (*) the students who are new each quarter. 

I would also like a short, general description (one paragraph) of the 
types of materials purchased with SCE money on April 30. This should 
cover all of our information needs tor the SCE evalu^ion. 

I have attached the revised description of ^he Armadillo Arts program 
which will appear in the SCE Evaluation Design* Please call Tie regarding 
any innaccurate statements by November 16. 



Thank you. 

Approved: j^mjO^Z^A^ Ctt^LJ^tj^. 

Senio^/ Evaluator, Compensatory Programs 

Approved : ii^T'.' - C {. ^ i 

DirtCwOr, Research and Evaluation 
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Brlif dticrlpgioii of thm Inttnnmt s 

Tht Mlaiaum CoBp«ttocy Mas^ctr li a compucar filt which include couats 
of ch« number of ttudmca in taach and rwding tutorial cla$9ai it tht 
hi|h ichool ltv«l aaeh quartar. pim an unduplicattd list of al* seudanes 
farved by tutorial claaiti during tha ytar (thoat sarvad at Iwt ona quarter 
and lyr a raading and/or math tutorial daaa). 



To vhoo v aa tha inatruaant admiaiatartd? 

No oaa~Studaat Grada Raport (SGR) vaa accasaad for iaformacion. 

How aaiiy timaa vaa tha inatruaant adminiatarcd? 
Thraa tiaaa. 

Vhan vaa tha Inatrjaent 

Ortca aach quartari MovaiidJav, February, and March • 

Vhera vas the inatruaant adalaistered ? 
Tha Office of Research and Evaluation. 

Who administered the instrument ? 
Coaputar prograaaar. 

What training did the adalnistratora have ? 
Pl^ograsmng training, 

Vaa tha inscruaant administered under atandardised conditions ? 

Yes, in the sense that the Student Grade Report file vas used at least two 
vaeks into each quarter, and the same procedure vas used each time. 
Vera there orobleas vith the inscruaant or tha administration that might 
affect the ^''alidity of the data ? 

The Student Grade Report file is generally very accurate, but there could 
be a few errors in the lists of students in each class caused by adds, drops, 
etc. 

Vho developed the instrjaent ? 
ORE staff, 

Vhat reliablllry and validity data are available on the instrjaenc ? 

Student Grade Report file could be checked against Minimum Competency Master 
?tle. Schools could be asked to verify information. 



Are there norm iata available for Int groieting the rasv ItAi 
^^o. 
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MINIMUM COMPETENCY MASTEJ^ILE 




Purpose 

The Minimum Competency Master File provided information relevant to 
.the following decision and evaluation question: 

Decision yaestion ni ; Should moie emphasis be placed on 
serving educationally disadvantaged students through SCE? 

Evaluation Question Dl~4! How many students were 
served by the Fundamentals of Math (FOM) and Reading 
Tutorial sections funded by SCE? What percentage of 
all of the math and reading tutorial sections does this 
represent? 



Procedure 



During the fall of 1979, a list of the math and reading tutorial teachers 
who were to be funded partially through SCE was obtained from personnel! 
SCE was to pay for one section of reading and one of math tutorials at - 
each school. This was later adjusted as needs changed, and a slightly 
higher percentage of some teachers' salaries were actually paid through 

!Mr^^?/^T'^ °^ original teacher list from personnel 

which listed one teacher for each type of tutorial was used. One section 
of each class per quarter wa/ included in the counts. During June of 1980 
class sections not listed ad SCE funded were deleted from the file. The ' 
ZZlt^ ""c^"^^" of teachers not listed as funded through SCE were also 
deleted. Some teachers listed as funded by SCE taught more than one 
lllll.lTl I per quarter. In these cases, the class period common across 
quarters was kept (e.g. period 2). If this was not possible, one period 
for each quarter was randomly chosen to be kept. If the teacher listed 
as funded by SCE did not teach a tutorial class one quarter, another teach- 
er s section was chosen as a substitute. This information was used to yield 
an unduplicated count of the students served by SCE during 1979-80 in these 

The percentage of math and reading tutorial sections funded by SCE was 
hand calculated based on the printout listing the class sections taught 
each quarter. 



Results 

Evaluatio n Question Dl-A ; How many students were served by 
the Fundamentals of Math (FOM) and Reading Tutorial sections 
funded by SCE? \^at percentage^f all of the math and readi 
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tutorial sections does this represent? 

Number of Students In SCE Funded Tutorial Sections 

The overall number of students in math and reading tutorials during 
1979-80 was: 503 first .quainter, 374 second quarter, and 449 third 
quarter. This is a duplicated count of students in all sections • 

If each student is counted only once (even if a student was In both/'- 
reading and math tutorials all three quarters), and one SCE sectibn 
of each type of tutorial is counted *per school, 533^ students were 
serv2d through SCE funds. 
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Figure D-1. READING AND MATH TUTORIAL SECTIONS FOR 

1979-80. The total number of Reading (R) 
and Fundamentals of Math (M) sections at 
each school are listed, as well as the num- 
ber and percentage counted as SCE funded. 
SCE may have actually paid "for a few extra 
tutorial sections, since adjustments were 
made during the year as needs dictated. 

SCE paid for at leas'" 27 of the 45 Reading tutorials (60%) and 27 of 
the 56 mathematics tutorial classes (48%). Thus, SCE paid for at 
least Sc% of ull the hujh school tutov'.al classes. 
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CALIFORNIA ACHIEVEMENT TEST (CAT) - SIXTH GRADE FILE 
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InaennMnt D#<criPCiont CAT~^eh Grady Fil^ 



Britf daa crlptlon ot tha inMertimar^g ' 

Tht (SAI-.6th Grid. Film it a compuctr Iliting of 9tudmea btlov eh« 40th ptrcan- 
til. In RMdint on tht Sprint, 1979 CAT, Tht namta of seudenta strvtd by SCE 
Untutft Arts Block tttchtrt wtrt chtcktd off, tnd eht umtf of othtr studtnts 
•trvtd vtrt tddtd to tht coaputtr list. 



To vhom wtt tht Inatrumtnt tdalnlsttrtd? 

Si«h grtdt school ptrsonntl: principals and SCE taachtrs. 

Hov janv slats was eht Inacrumtnt admlnlatarad? 
Twlct. «k 



Whtn vas tht Inatrumtnt admlnlsttrad? 
Stpetabtr» 1979, and Ftbniary, 1980. 

Vhtrt vas the instruatnt admlnis tared? 
Sixth gradt schools. 

Who administered tht Instruaent? 
Stlf-admlnlsttrtd. 

What tra ining ^^d tht administrators hav»? 
Instructions provldtd through a mtoorandum. 

Was tht instrument a dministered under standardised conditions? 
All schools rtctlvtd tht stmt instructions and printouts. 



Vtra thtre problems vlth the in strum-^ne or the administration chat might 
affect :ht valldicv of the dataT ' ' — ~ — * — 

Ntw students served by SCE teachtrs after February are not included. Otherwise, 
no problems art known. «4Wia«, 



Who dtveloped she Instrximtnt? 
Assistant arta directors and ORE staff. 



What rellabllicv and '/ alliitv data art available on ghe inacrument? 
Information obtaintd in September was double-checked in Februarv. 



Art :here ?.on data available fsr Interorecln^ the resulr s ? 



dumber oi students served :hl3 vear ^ouid be comoared co numbers served In 
previous '/ears. 
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CALIFORNIA ACHIEVEMENT TEST (CAT)— SIXTH GRADE FILE 



Purpose 

The CAT— Sixth Grade File provided data relevant to ehe following de- 
cision and evaluation question: 

Decision Question Dl; Should more emphasis be placed on 
serving educationally disadvantaged students through SCE? 

Evaluation Question Dl-5 ; Vuich students were to be 
served by the Language Arts Block Program for sixth 
graders based on the CAT cutoff (below the 40th per- 
centile)? Were they served? If not, why not? Were 
other students served who scored above this cutoff? 



Procedure 

The Area Directors collected lists of students served by SCE at the 
beginning of the 1979-80 school year (September-October). Once SCE 
was able to hire a programmer (in January), computer lists were gen- 
erated or students who were eligible be served by SCE based on CAT 
scares (below 40th percentile in Reading). This involved: 

1) . the generation of a list of students scoring below the 

40th percentile as fifth graders during the spring of 
• 1979,* and 

2) the matching of this list with the HEW file to determine the 
students' current school status. 

After these lists were complete, ORE personnel checked off those stu- 
dents on the CAT eligible list who appeared on the Sixth Grade 
.Language Arts Block lists provided by the Area Directors during the 
fall. Each sixth grade principal was then sent the memorandum shown 
in Attachment E-1, and asked to have the sixth grade SCE teacher make 
additions, deletions, and changes as necessary. 

After the lists were returned from the schools (100% were), counts were 
made of the number of students: 

• in each school (based on the November 21 membership report) 

• eligible for SGE based on CAT scores in reading below the 
AOth percentile (CAT scores looked up for students with none 
listed on the printout and in additions made by the teachers) 

*Students who had no reading score on the CAT were also drawn off and 
given a score of "0" (an invalid score). 
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• • eligible and served by SCE 

• not eligible based,. en CAT scores but served 

• served overall 

• above the AOth percentile in reading on the CAT and served. 

The,,percentage of the overall sixth grade population at each school 
served by the SCE program was then determined. The results are shown 
in Figure E-1. . ^ 

Finally, median percentile scores in reading on the CAT were hand 
calculated for all students who had scores, as well as the range of 
CAT scores obtained (see Figure E-2)., 



Results 

Decision Question Dl ; Should more emphasis be placed on 
serving educationally disadvantaged students through SCE? • 

Evaluation Question' 01-5 : Which students were to be 
served by the Language Arts Block Program for sixth 
graders based on the CAT cutoff (below the 40th per- 
centile)? Were they served? If not, why not? Were 
other students served who scored above this cutoff? 

A list of those students eligible for the Language Arts Block Program 
based on CAT scores Is on file at ORE. As Figure E-1 shows, 1,337 
sixth graders (33.3% of those enrolled) were eligible for the SCE sixth 
grade program. Slightly less than half of these (620 students or 46.4%) 
were served by the Language Arcs Block Program. A total of 157 other 
students were served. About one-third of these stu. -nts (51) scored 
above the 40th percentile on the CAT in reading; the rest did not have 
CAT scores. ThuSj the sixth grade SCE program served 77?' students ^ 
80% of whom were eligible for the program based on CAT scores, and 
20% of whom were identified in other ways. 

Median CAT percentile scores for those . served ranged from 13 at Webb 
to 30 at Read. The range of CAT obtained by students who were served 
was 1 to 62 (see Figure E-2). 
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POPULATION 
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CAT KLfClBLE 
vSERVKD 


OTHERS 


TOTAL 


NO. ABOVE 40m 


PERCENT OF SCHi 


(H»»low 40th PerriMittle) 
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X ' 


SKRVKI) 
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PERCENTILE SKRVKI) 


POPUUTION SER 
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119 
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58, 2t 
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TOTAL 
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46.4 


157 


111 


51 


19. 3% 



Hfiuit. K I. STUOKNTS KMGIBLE AND SKRVKO BY LANCIIACE ARTS BLOCK PROCKAN. SrLool population Cs haned 
NoviMiihrr 21, 1979 memhoishlp. "Others Served" (nrhidos studonis without CAT Hoores and 
wlt!> CAT 8t*>reH nhovo the 40th prrr»?ntlle In rending from Hprln^, 1979. 
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CAT PERCENTILE SCORES 


SCHOOLS 


MEDIAN 


RANGE 


MVRTIN 


18 




ALLAN 


19 


1-58 


BLANTON 


15 


1-39 


JOSLIN 


20 


2-60 


READ 


32 


1-62 


TRAVIS HEIGHTS 


30 


8-62 


BAKER 


18 


2-39 


WEBB 


13 


1-3^ 


AVERAGE 20.6 RANGE 1-62 



Figure E-2. CAT PERCENTILE SCORES OF SIXTH GRADE SCE 
STUDENTS. The median percentile scores 
and range of scores of those students 
with CAT scores and served by SCE Language 
Arts Block teachers Is shown* 



Some students who were eligible for the program based on CAT scores were 
not served. Possible reasons for this include: 

• The space available in classes and the number of SCE teachers 
was limited. Most schools used a rotation system. As students' 
achievement improved sufficiently, they were moved to regular 
Reading and English classes and new students were allowed into 
SCE classes. Since these lists were collected in February, 
some additional students may have been served by the end of the 
school year. 

• Priority systems for students to serve by SCE varied across 
schools. Some schools seemed to serve students closer to average 
(Read and Travis Heights), while others concentrated on the lowes 
achievers. Some, but not all, of this variation was due to 
differing school populations. 

• Each school was free to choose who they served, as long as they 
were "disadvantaged" students. Some teachers identified students 
to serve based on other assessment instruments (Gates-MacGinitie, 
informal reading Inventories, Stanford Diagnostic), grades, and/o 
personal judgement. Thus, in the process of choosing who to serv 
some students had to be skipped. 
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Some students (51 or 6.6%) who scored above the CAT cutoff were also 
served. This primarily occurred due to the teacher's decision (based 
on other assessment information or personal judgement) that these stu- 
dents could benefit from the program. This occurred most often at 
Read (26.5% or 30 of 113 students) and Travis Heights (10.62-^r 15 of 
142 students). , <1 

While it is legitimate to serve students storing above the CAT cutoff 
as necessary, it does seem questionable based on the limited space 
available in the program. Read served most of their students eligible 
based on CAT scores (69 of 88 or 78.4%), but Travis Heights served only 
34.9% of those eligible (102 of 292). Previous ORE research (see pre- 
vious SCE and Title I reports) has found that those students with the 
lowest initial achievement scores gain the most in special programs. 

A comparison of 1978-79 and 1979-80 sixth grade SCE program participation 
reveals that fewer students were found to be eligible based on CAT 
scores during 1979-80, and a higher percentage of those eligible were 
served. The range of CAT scores for those served during 1979-80 was also 
somewhat more Limited' than that for 1978-79 (see Figure E-3). 





ENROLLMENT 


NUMBER 
ELIGIBLE 


ELIGIBLE STUDENTS 
SERVED 


CAT PERCENTILE 
RANGE 


1978-79 


4,253 


1,914 
(45%) 


343 


1-76 


1979-80 


4,016 


1,337 
(33%) 


620 


1-62 
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1978-79 1979-80 



Figure E-3. STUDENTS SERVED BY SIXTH GRADE SCE PROGRAM DURING 1978-79 
AND 1979-80. Numbers for both years should be comparable. 
Eligibility based on CAT Reading scores from the previous 
spring. 

This comparison reveals a narrowing of the gap between students eligible ' 
for the program and served. It appears SCE is serving more disadvantaged 
students with slightly increased resources this year. Thus, increased 
emphasis has been placed on serving disadvantaged students. 

Based on previous research, it would appear to be wise to serve the .lost 
disadvantaged students with SCE resources. At the very least, it would 
seem wise to serve as many of those students .below the CAT cutoff for 
reading as possible before serving any students who score above it. 
This applies to a fairly small number of students served by the program 
this year (51 or about 7^. The sixth grade program appears to be moving 
in the proper direction. 
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Attachment &>l 
(Page 1 of 3) 



AUSTIN INDEPENDENT SCHOOL DISTRICT 
Office of Research and Evaluation 



January 25, 1980 



TO: 




FROM:- Naftcy l.M^nen, SCE Evaluator 
SUBJECT: Students Served During 1979-80 



V 

I would like to ^ask for your help/ I need to determine which sixth 
graders have been served by SCE redding teachers for any length of time 
during the 1979-er r. wj^ol year. This past fall, the Area Directors 
collected lists of those who were being served by the program. We now 
need to update those lists. 

Enclosed is a computer listing of those students eligible for SCE services 
based on California Achievement, Test scores (below the fortieth percentile 
in Reading) • I have checkfed (/) off those who were being served last fall 
according to the school lists. A blank form is also enclosed on which the 
names of other students served should be listed. I would like you to do 
the following: 



1. Check uhrough the computer list. Compare it to your 
roster for the year. 



• Star (4^) the names of any students you have 
served at any point during the year who are 
not already checked. Use a red pencil or 
pen if possible. 

• A few students on the list did not take ; r.o 
CAT (indicated by a score of 0). If you 
served any of these students, please indicate 
how they were identified for service (test 
score, teacher recommendation) to the right 
of the printed information for the student. 

• Make any other obvious corrections needed 
on the list. 



79; 18 



Attactiment E-1 
'(continued, page 2 of 



. 2. Fill out the ^lank form with the names of any 
other sixth gi^aders ycu have served who are not 
pn the -computer li^t. This list should generally 
consist of stiidents identified on the basis of ' 
something other than a CAT Reading score. For 
^ each student, please list their name, student 

number, ethnicity, and the way in which they 
were identified. 

If you have another SCE teacher at your echoo-1, pass this memorandum and 
the materials on to the other teacher whAi you are through. 

After the last person who needs to has completed these tasks, the materials 

should be returned to me at the Office, of Research and Evaluation (ORE) , 

Box 79, Administration Building. I would like the lists back by February -15. 

Please le: me khow if you have any questions at 458-1228. Thank you for your 
help. 



Approved : 



Senio 



Jsl Evaluator, Externally Fund 



Funded Programs 



Approved t -^Z'/'J/I^ ^Jt--^^^ 
;x6ct?or. Research and Evaluation ^ 



Dir6c 



Approved : 



Director, Elementary Education 



NB:rrf 
Enclosures 



Persons Addressed: 



cc: Principals 



Kim Brown, Allan Jr. High 
Kathleen Ready, Martin 
Joan Jennings , Baker 
Jane Wliitaker, Bl.-^nton 
Marilyn Fowler, Joslin 
Mabel McAda, Read 
JoAnn Antrim, Travis Heights 
Rosalind Levy, Webb 
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HOK RKADIW; UNdUACR ART!? RI.(K:K S ninP.NTS--(^RAI)r. 6 ^ ' TF.AOUKH 

!ii8triictlnna: Pleaso list In alphnheflcul order nny ntiidentn you hnvo SCHtHM. 
served thin year who nre not on the enclosed computer printout* Includt? 
their student number, etlnilclty (Hee*vnde« nt tin* hot torn of the nhect), 
rtiid how thev were Identified (list test .score If appropriate). 


NAME (Uhi. Flriit) 


Student Number 


Kthnlclty* 


I dent If 1 
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'nate8-Mac(*]nl t le 
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State Compensatory Education 
Appendix F 
COUNSELOR RECORDS 
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IntcrUMat Dttctlpeloni CounMlor Rtcordt 



3rUf dttcripeisa of ;ht lnagr«tns ; 

Each counselor kttp.t a rtcord of visits for scudancs he/sht saet during cha yaar. 
TWiea during cha 1979'*80 school yaar, cha counsalors talliad cha numbar of scudancs 
chay sarvad chrough individual aod/or group dnd claaaroom guidanca sassions. 
Thasa racords vara uaad wo produca a suannary rsporc of scudants served by coun** 
salora funded chrough CCS. 

To vhoq vas :ha inacriaant adaiaijtercd? 
Counsalors (23) funded by SCE. 

ov sanv tlaes vas :ha inszrraens adninister^-.d? 
Tvica. 

'^•hen vas :he inscr-^enc idaxaiscerad? 
Forms vera due February I and May U 1980. 

'^'hera '^s the Instrugenc adalnistared? 
la cha schools (Tide I schools plus Winn). 

Vho adainlscered cha instr-jaenc? 
Salf-adniiniscered. 

What training did che adainiscracars have? 

Wviccen Inscruccions, plus quescions answered verbally by counseling supervisor. 

Vas the Inscruper.c acainiscargd ucdar scandardlged londitlons? 
.Vll counselors received che same Inscruccions and scandard fom&. 



Ver^ there probleais -^th the lascrxaent or the adniaiatrac^on that 'si^ht 
aifdct the vaiiiitv of- the laca? 

There vas some uncercaincy over whether some counselors counced each scudenc contacc 
racher Chan each scudenc, and over vhecher counselors counted only new scudencs cney 
worked wich for che second report* One counselor did noc report che number of scu- 
dents served in classroom sessions by ethnicity during the first reporting period. 
The validity of all data depends on the accuracy of the records kept by counselors. 
leveljoad the iastruaent? 

/b?£ staff, counselors, and the Supervisor for Elemental' Counseling and Guidance. 



'^>.at reliabLlltv ana valiiltv data are available :n :r.e instr^ser 
Individual school records for scudents co'ild be checked. 



-.r^ :ht*rj -Tort zata r/ai^jp^a :c? inter:?r*:ir.t the t?s-:1:3' 

The Tide I Technical Report from 197S--9 reoorts che number or students ser'/ed 
bv Title t counselors (who were funded chrou>^n iCZ chis year) . Cauticn should 
be exercised in comparisons, however, j^ince reporting periods, data collection 
formats, and procedures ware alightlv cirierent. 
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COUNSELOR RECORDS 



Purpose 

Counselors at the Title I schools were funded through SCE and local funds. 
The counselor's salary at Winn was covered by SCE totally. Counselors' 
duties include working with students, teachers, parents, administrators, 
and other agencies. The guidance services provided on these 26 campuses 
are designed to improve students' school behavior arid academic achievement. 

> 

An attempt was made to determine how many students these counselors served 
either through individual and/or group counseling, or in classroom groups. 
The specific decision and evaluation questions addressed are: 

Decision Question Dl ; Should more emphasis be placed on 
serving educationally disadvantaged students through SCE? 

Evaluation Question Dl-6 : How many students were 
served by the SCE counselors? by ethnicity? 



Procedure 

During the fall of 1979, the SCE Evaluator met with the Supervisor of 
Elementary Counseling and Guidance to discuss the nature of the counseling 
program and possible ways of keeping track of the students served by it. 
The counseling supervisor and elementary counselors had designed two cards 
called "Student Counseling Record" and "Classroom Guidance." The Student 
Counseling Record was used to record every visit a student made to the 
counselor, the services provided, and the nature of the problem dealt 
with. The Classroom Guidance card was used to record guidance visits to 
whole classes (see Attachment F-1 for copies of these cards). The only 
change made to either card was to add "Ethnicity" to the Individual 
Student Counseling Record. 

It was decided to ask the counselors to summarize how many students they 
served twice during the year; the first report was due February 1st, and 
the second was due May 1, 1980. The counselors were sent information 
about the report and a copy of the forms duiing November, 1979. The way 
in which the forms were to be completed was discussed at a counselors' 
meeting held in November." (Completed forms are shoxvn in Attachment F-5.) 

The section of the summary report that ORE used was the Student Services 
section. For the Individual and/or Group Counseling section, c^ arselors 
were asked to check through their student cards and tally ea^-h student 
they saw once und**r the appropriate ethnicity and grade category 'or the 
classroom guidance section, the students in each classroom visited bv the 
counselor were also tallied by grade and ethnicity (based on classroom 
guidance cards and course rosters). The counselors requested a list of 
the students in their school by ethnicitv. A^^iomputer list of students 
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by grade and ethnicity was generated for the Title I schools plus 'Jinn 
(those funded at least partially by SCE) , which were the schools for 
which such information was essential. The section for other contacts 
was to include any student seen in a situation other than a classroom 
guidance, individual, or group session. 

The February 1 reporting date was moved up to December 18 when desegre- 
gation in January seemed to be a possibility. This date was moved back 
to February when a desegregation compromise was reached. Some counselors 
had already turned in their reports before the date was moved back. These 
counselors were told to include the extra weeks in their second report. 
Thus, some second reports covered January 2nd through April 30th rather 
than January 21st through April 30th. 

The secretary for the counseling supervisor summarized the results sent 
by each school, called and sent reminders to those school counselors who 
did not return their forms on time, and dealt with any questions raised 
by the reporting forms of any counselor. She also combined the first and 
second report.; to produce a yearly total report of students served by the 
counselors . 

Possible inconsistencies in the way the counselors completed the first 
report were discovered as they were reviewed. These problems are noted 
in the Results section. The time and resources were not available to 
recheck each school's raw data. It was decided to provide writt;en in- 
structions to the counselors detailing the reporting process for the 
second reporting process, in the hopes that this would clear up any mis- 
conceptions and increase uniformity. 

The SCE Evaluator drafted a set of instructions which she felt reflected 
those given to the counselors in the fall. The counseling supervisor was 
asked to change the instructions as needed to match those given the first 
time (see Attachment F-2). 

Tne memorandum and instructions sent to the counselors in April are shown 
in Attachment F-S. As Attachment F-3 shows, th^ instructions were not 
modified. It should also be noted, however, that counselors were not told 
or reminded to cant only those students who were not counted for the first 
reporting period. Therefore, at least sorae may have counted everyone 
again, whether they were included in the first report or not. The fact 
that counselors were not asked to combine their data for the yearly report 
probably made iw less likely that such an error would be noticed by them. 



Results 

All of the 23 counselors turned in their first and second reports (a 100% 
return rate). Some delays in processing were caused by late reports. 

The problems encountered in summarizing the first reports are detailed 
on the following page. 
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♦ A review of the forms revealed rather uneven numbers of students 
served across schools for both individual/group counseling and 
classroom guidance activities. It was unclear whether this was 
due to normal variation in the number of students served at each 
school, or whether counselors did not complete their forms in the 
same way. It was possible that some counselors counted each stu- 
dent just once, while others tallied each student contact. The 
counseling supervisor reported that counselors were asked in their 
fall meeting to count each student once under individual/group 
counseling, but not for classroom guidance. 

• One counselor failed to tally students by ethnicity for the appro- 
priate grade in the classroom guidance section. She just provided 
the total number of students served by grade. The procedure for 
filling in this section was a little more complex than it originally 
seemed, which may explain why this occurred. Teachers had to check' 
their card to see which classes were served, then determine which 
students were in those classes, and then classify them by ethnicity 
and grade. It was decided just to note this discrepancy on the 
report. 

The instructions sent out prior to the filing of the second report hopefully 
increased the uniformity of the data. The fact that some reports cover a 
period of two extra weeks compared to the rest muse be kept in mind when 
interpreting results, as well as the fact that counselors were not reminded 
to only count new students served in their second report. 

Because of these problems, a decision was also made to check the 
"Ethnic Composition of Students" report provided by Pupil Accounting 
in October. The number and percentage of students who were Anglo, 
Mexican-American, and Black were determined from this report for those 
schools served by an SCE counselor. This information was used as an 
estimate of the number of students served by the SCE counselors overall 
by ethnicity. 

Evaluation Question Dl-6 ; How many students were served 
by the SCE counselors? by ethnicity? 

It eeens likely that the SCE aounselovs served each student in the schools 
at least once through classroom guidance (11,424 students). This includes 
approxinatelu 2,715 Anglo, ?^353 Black, and 5,016 Hispanic (see Attachment F- 
The District percentages of Asian and Indian students is about one percent, 
accounting for about 114 of the Anglo students. 

Counselor Reports 

The chart on the following page shv vs the breakdoi-m of students served bv 
ethricitv based on the counselor reports. Complete information for each 
reporting period can be found in '*-ichment F-5. 




A » Indian 
B = Asian 
C = Black 



D = Hispanic 
E = White 
(Anglo) 



RKI'ORTING PERIODS 
Ethnicity 



hullvlthial and /or 

(; nn^ JUmnst^ 



1 AUGUST-JANUARY 



2 JANUARY-APRll' 




3 TOTAL 



B 



151 



C 



6030 



I TC 



u 



5117 



2561 



TAl. 



,865 



Classroom Guidance 



146 


9429 


12138 




TOTAL 




26,785 


54 


r 3068 


715 



4339 



619 
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In light of the problems discussed earlier, these data are difficult to 
interpret. Based on the MemSership Report for November 21, 1979, the 
schools served by the program had 11,440 students enrolled. Thus, it is 
obvious that at least some counselors counted students more than once for 
at least the first reporting period. 

Data for the second reporting period may be the most unitorm, and probably 
reflect the number of students served by the program from January through 
April 30. These data suggest that 5,409 students received individual 
and/or group counseling, 6,854 students received classroom guidance, and 
2,651 students received other services. Based on an enrollment of 11,440 
students in schools with SCE counselors, this suggests 47.3% received in- 
dividual^ and/or group counseling, 59.9% received classroom guidance services, 
and 23.2% received other services. Of those served by individual and/or 
group counseling, less than 1% were Indian, 1% were Asian, 41% were Black, 
38% were Hispanic, and 19% were Anglo. 

The year-end report from the counselors can probably best be considered 
as a conservative estimate of the number of contacts counselors had with 
students during 1979-80. In terms of individual and/or group counseling, 
at least 13,865 contacts were made with students (some were seen more 
than once). At least 26,785 contacts with students were made through 
classroom guidance activities. Students were worked with in other ways 
at least 4,456 times. 

Pupil Accounting Records 

Data from the Title I reports in past years have shown that nearly all 
students are served through classroom guidance at least once during the 
year. In past years, the counselors sent in reports by individuals every 
nine weeks, and additions and deletions were corrected by computer. This 
was not possible this year, since ORE simply received the total figures 
for each reporting period. Minority students were found to transfer 
across schools quite often in a 1976-77 ORE study (see Publication No. 77.60). 
Approximately 17 and 19% of the Black and Mexican American second graders, 
for example, transferred at least once during 1975-76. Thus, it is pos- 
sible that more than 11,440 students (based on November figures) were 
served through the course of the year. 

If it is assumed that between 90 and 119% of the November enrollment 
(11,440) represents the actual number of students served, approximately 
10,296 to 13,613 students received SCE counseling services during 1979-80. 



It is difficult to say based on this information whether more emphasis 
should be placed on serving educationally disadvantaged students through 
the counseling component. 
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RECORDING FORMS USED BY COUNSELORS DURING 1979-80. The 
top card was used to r^icord individual and group counseling 
sessions for students, while the bottom card was used to 
record classroom visits, 
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Attachment F^2 
(Page 1 of 3) 



AUSTIN INDEPENDENT SCHOOL DISTRICT 
Office of Research and Evaluation 

• March 28, 1980 



TO: 
FROM: 

SUBJECT: Counselor Activity Summary Instructions . 



Gloria Richards 
Nancy Ba^nen 



I have enclosed a draft set of instructions concerning the "Student 
Services" section of the Counselor Activity Summary. I think you 
may want to send this or something similar out to the counselors to 
remind them how to fill out the form. Please review it, and see if 
it accurately reflects our instructions last fall. I am a little 
uncertain about Step IV— I can't remember for sure how we asked 
counselors to count students who have multiple problems. 

Feel free to adjust this or incorporate it into instructions that 
deal with the entire repoi . I will be happy to talk it over with 
you, but it will have to be April 14th or later, since I will be 
out of the office the week after spring break. Please send me a 
final copy of whatever instructions you do use. 



Approved : 



Approved: 



NB:raf 



Sen 



iQ-r Evaluator, External Prog 



Program^ 



Director, Research and Evalutftion 




Enc* 
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Attachment F-2 
(continued, 
page 2 of 3) 



COUNSELOR ACTIVITY SUMMARY 



INSTRUCTIONS : 



Second Reporting Period ; The form should basically be filled In the 
same way as It was the first time. Just follow these basic Instruc- 
tions. 

I. Individual and/or Group Counseling ; Check through each student 
counseling card In your file. For each student you have seen for 
gather Individual or group counseling, make ona tally mark In the 
appropriate grade and ethnicity box on the attached "Tally Form 
for Second Report". Remember to cotint each student lust once, no 
matter how many times vou saw him or her . Once you have completed 
the tally for all of your students, enter the Information on the 
"Counselor Activity Summary" sheet in the appropriate place. Re- 
member to use the following TEA ethnicity codes: 



Classroom Guidance ; Add up the total number of students you 
visited for classroom guidance sessions. List the number of stu- 
dents by ethnicity and overall. If you do not know the exact 
number of students by ethnicity, please give your best estimate 
(and note "Estimate" off to the side). You hopefully still have 
the printout of students by ethnicity that was provided earlier 
in the year, and your school office should have a list of the num-' 
ber of students at each grade level by ethnicity. 

III. Other ; Include a count, of the number of students you saw in a 
situation other than an individual, group, or classroom session 
(consultation, for example). Again, do your best to list any of 
these students by grade and ethnicity. 

No. of Individual and/or Small Group Contacts with Students ; Please 
list a count of the number of students you sav^ because of a(n) aca- 
demic, behavioral, attendance, or health problem. Try to count each 
student just once under their primary problem. However, if a student 
came to you for more than one type of problem, and you cannot really 
decide which is the primary problem, count him/her in whatever cate- 
gories are appropriate. Then star (*) the numbers and indicate how 
many students have multiple classifications right below the box. 



A » American Indian 
B = Asian 
C » Black 



D = Hispanic 

E = White, not Hispanic 



ERIC 



F-IO 



79a8 



Attachment F-2 
(continued, page 3 of 3) 



TALLY FORM FOR SECOND REPORT 



Second 'Reporting Period 
/ Date 



c 



u 



•H 



Ethnicity 



a 

cn 



4J 



B 



TC 



Grade 3 



I 



• Attach5jent. F-3 

AUSTIN- INDEPENDENT SCHOOL ■ DISTIUCT^^^® 
Divi'Sioi of Instructional Services 
Department of Student Development 

; April 11, 1980 



MEMORANDUM 

TO: 'Counselors 
FROM: Gloria Richards 

SUBJECT: RflMINDER REPORTS DUE MAY 1, 19Su 



I am sending you a copy of your 1st report, olease complete 
and return to me by ^ 1, 19S0. To save you time olease 
complete your 2nd report and my secretary will combine tnem 
for your yearly report. 

SECOND REPORTING PERIOD 

■January 21, 1980-April 30, 19S0 

Report due in our office May 1, 19S0 

i 

CO VNSELOrv ACTIVITY SUMMARY INSTRUCTIONS 

Ei^closed is a set of instructions concerning- the "Student 
(Services" section of Counselor Activity Summary. This 
inT-Q.rmation is just a reminder o'f how to Till out the form 
accurately for the second "reporting period. Please call 
me if you have any questions. 

ba ' 



8, 
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Attachment F-3 

(continued, page 2. of 2) 



COUNSELOR ACTIVITV SWC-I^UIV 



r > 



NSTRUCTI0N5; 



■ Second Reoorrir.g Period; Tne tora should bajicaliy be filled in the 
same way as it was the first time. Juat foilov chese basic inscruc- 
tions. 

Individua l ar.d/or Gr'-'un Counselin2 : Check chrougn each scudeac 
counseling card in your file. For each student /ou have 3aen for 
ei£ner_ individual or group counseling, r.ake one nallv mark in zVe 
appropriate grade and ethnicity box on che accached ''Tsiiy Form 
tor Second Report". Reir.enber uo counr -a ach stiudenc ^iust: once^ no 
matter^ how nanv rir.es you saw hia or he r. Once you have compleced 
the tally for all of your students, enter che infonr.acion on che 
Counselor Activity Soranary" sheet in the approoriaca olace. Re- 
:necber to use -he following TEA echnicity codes': 

A =» .■Vir.erican Indian D = Hispanic 

3 = Asian E = '.vliice, not Hisoanic 

C a alack 

Classroom. Guidance : Add up che cocal number of students you 
visited for classroom guidance sessions. List the number of stu- 
.-encs by echnicity and overall. If you do not knov the exact 
number of scudencs by echnicity, please give your best estimate 
(and note "Estimate" off to the side). You hopefully still have 
the printout of students by ethnicity that was provided earlier 
in the year, and your school office should have a lij^ of the nu.7.- 
ber of students at each grade level by ethnicity. 

Ctner : Include a coun": of the number of students you saw in a 
situation other than an individual, grouo, or classroom s^^.ssio. 
(consultation, for example). Again, do your best to list ar.v of 
chese students by grade and ethnicity. 

Individual ana, or Small Group Contacts with St:;dent3 : Please 
list d count of the number 'of students you sav because of s(n; aca- 
demic, behavioral, attendance, or health problem. Try to count each 
student just once under their primary problem. However, if a studen: 
came to you for mere tnan one type of problem, and yuu cannot reallv 
decide which is the primary problem, count him/her in whatever tate- 
Sor.es are appropriate. Tnen star the numbers and indicate how 

many students have multiple :lassif ications rignt below che bo:-;. 
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chmenc F-4, NX*MBER OF STUDENTS IN SCHOOLS WITH SCE COUNSELORS BY 

NICTTY. 3ased on "Ethnic Composition of Students'* raport 
from Pupil Accounting, October 1, 1979, 
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Attachment F-5 
(Page 1 of 7) 



SCE Counselora only 

Ho. of Counselors 12 
No. oi Principals :5 
No. of Schools 25 



1979 - 30 
Yen;' 



J. 



No. of Asst. Principals 
>N0t of Head Teachers 7 



A « Indian B • Aaian C • Black 
Echnicitv: D ^ Hispanic S « Whl.^ f^n^in^ 
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1115 




IV. 


Ocher 


I 






195 










\olco?c sncci:'v) 








1305 








pare: 


T SERVTCI^S 


t 















I. tndividual Cc^nsul ca cioa 
II. Group Consulcacion 
::i, Ocher 



I ?arcnc5 1621 



vpiease .speciJy 



?arcinc£ 372 



V or. unc zs 



iota:. 



* A-3-C-0-C sec AcCuCiiou sho^z fr»r dcfinicions jsciu , :i •.io t.jl.t 
1 School senc cocal for each grade level 
*rn^i-" School checked each one---no numbers ^ 



79«18 



Attachment F-5 

(continued, page 2 of 7) 
COUNSELOR ACTIVITY SUMMARY 



SERVICES PROVICEO 



ADMINISTRATIVE SERV::E3 

I. Consul tacion wxzh 
Principal 
II. Consul cacion wi:h Assc 
Principal 
III. AI5D Special Sisrvicc 
Scarf (Supervisor , 
Coordmacors, eci.) 
IV. Other 



Firsc R^?portin^ Period 



v-oncacts^ 
Concaccs 



1463 



A50 



1 ersons 209 



I- Cucside A^jencies 
II. Ocher 



Persons 19S 



(please specify) 



^31 



Ccncac ts 



TOTAL 329 



TOTAL 648 



CGORDINAIIGN' SERVICES 

I. LocaL Support Tcan\ 
II. Tasting 
III. Vision and Hearing 
IV . Special Guida-ce Programs 

V. Ocher 

(please Specify) - 



(ploasc checks) 



-LI 




APPRAISAL SERVICES 

I. ClassTocm Cbsep/a curr^ 
II. Tesc Ad.-ninis cracion dnd,} 
III. Tesc Adminis era cion (Grouo) 

IV. Ocher 

(please speciiy) 



452 



Toc.ils_ 54 2 

Tocni.s_ 
locals 



261 



121 



Grand Touai 1376 



OTHER GUIDANCE RELATED ACTIVITIES (please specify) 



SEE ATTACHED SHEET 



ERIC 



^5*18 Attachment F-5 

(continued, page 3 of 7) 

P. 3 

OTHER GUIDANCE GUIDANCE ACTIVITIES .jUease specify) 

Behavior Management Program 
Third Grade Compliment Club 

ir^rrniiitiiT.' -^^^ ^^"^ 

Parent Student Group 

Obt'a'ill ''^^T' 6 children 

Obtained eyeglasses: 2 children 

Worked to obtain homebound teacher • 1 chnn 

Obtained Cumulative folders: 6 Children 

Sent academic records: 48 Children " 

Obtained Student numbers: 12' Children 

Contacted attendance investigator Trh.- 

Issued shoe cards: 70 Children 



"4 



ERIC 



F-:7 
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Attachment F-5 
COU^lSn.OR ACTIVirr summary (continued, page ^ of 7) 



No. of Counselors, 
:(o. of ?Tinci3al3_ 
Sq*. ot Schools 



25 



26 



Year 



(SC2) 



No. of Setidetics 11.227 

Reporting ?ariod 2 

Mo. of Teach ess 



SIRVICSS ?RCVISED 



Second Reporting Period , , 

^^Data January 21. 1980-April 30. 1980 





A 




J d 


1 T\ 


1 ^* 


TATaL CfiNTACTS ' 


I. ladlvlduai ana/or .\ 1 






1 4J0 


1 "J"? 7 






Group CdunsdlJL:ig 

2 1 


I 






! t.\jO 


133 


a 


3 


13 




343 




^"^-^ 


Grade 3 \ 


1 \ 


6 




1 0 Art 

300 








*• 1 


e 
J 




■'1 5 


<^ M J . 




3 ; 




5 


: 31i 


! 264 




730 


Totals ! 


0 


/ 3 

4o 


2239 


1 2062 


■ i'Jji 




II • Classrocm Gaidanca K ; 


3 


10 


' 327 


! 4=^7 


' 245 


1042 


1 ! 














2 1 


1 












li 


0 1 


IQ - 








L415 


1 1 


7 


: 364 




' 270 


1201^ , „,„« 


5 

Totals 


2 ' 


4 


1 369 


1 579 


: 223 


i2«n 


14 : 


42 


1 L949 




■ 1458 




III. Other :< 


- ! 


4 


1 126 


1 39 


1 41 i 


210 


I 




4 


! 195 


1 79 


i 50 


328 


! 


5 


252 


' 53 


' 61 


371 


3 




1 


! 251 


60 


i 71 


383 






9 


: 423 


1 86 


i 72 


590 


5 

Totals 




2 


1 576 


1 96 


: 95 1 


769 




25 


1 1823 


1 413 


' 390 


2651 


17. No. of Individual 
and/or siaail 
group contacts 
witn 






Nature o 


f Problem 




Acadesi 


lie ' 


Behavioral 


Attendarxe 


Health 


1744 


i 


4385 


1 

i 300 


1 

I 752 


'Stud ent- 















TEACHXR SERVICES 

1. ladividuiii Consulcatior* 
II. Group Cotisuiting 

loserrice/Discussiott Mt?s. 
Small Group 
III. Class Obser/atiotis 
IV. Other ^ 



Teachers 



Contacts 50 o 6 



Teachers 499 



Teachers 



160 



Classes 266 



Contac ts^ 
Contacts^ 
Contac t.*< 



790 



390 



819 



1 A 



0 



0*4 - 



(please sp ecify) 

P/VREKT SERVICES 

I. Individual Consultation 
IT. Group Consultation 

III. Other 

(please specify 



TOT.XL 



1336 



T OTAL 



Parents 5 549 
Parents Vn^ 



Contac ts 2713 
Contacts 231 



^36 



•070 



343 5 



V :^^i^^7^^i see -aczached sheet 



da-'lnitior.s usee ir. d^.carminin,? acr.a-c:."/ . 



Attachment F-5 

^^•^^ (continued, page 5 ot 7) 

COUNSELOR ACTr;iTY SL-JlMAilV ?. 2 



ScRv'ICSS PROVIDED 



Second Reporting Period 
Date January 21. 1980-April 30, 1980 



ADMrns-mnvt sirr.zzs 

I* Consul ca don wit."! 

Principal 
II. Consul cation vit.i Asst. 
Priacxpai 
III. AXSD Special Ser/lca 
Staff (Super-^isor , 
Coordinators, ate.) 
IV. Other 

(please specify) 



Contacts 1330 
Contacts 



'I Persons 251 



Contacts 



36 



TOTAL 337 



TOTAL 



OTJER SERVICES 

I. Outside Agencies 
11. Other 



(piiase speciiv) 



Persons -16 



Contacts 



TOTAL 280 



TOTAL 



402 



239 



•7« 



93 



500 



657 



CCORDIJIATION SEIiVICZS 

I. Local Support Teaa 
II. Testing 
III. Vis-Ion and Hearing 
IV. Special Guidance Prograsis 

V. Other 

(please Specify) 



(please checlc) 




A?PKAI3AL ScRVICIS 

I. Claasroou Obser.-acions 
11. Test Adaiiaiscration (IndJ 
III. Tasc Adoiais cracion (Group) 

IV, Oc.^er 

(please specify) 



Totals 


56^ 


To cais 




Totals 


1136 


Totals 


99 


Total 


227C 



0T3ER GuTDANCZ REL^IZD ACTIVITIES (? lease spec if v) 
(SEE ATT.\C.-iED SHEET) 



ERIC 
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Attachment F-5 
COUHSILOR ACTIVITY SUMMARY (continued, nage 6 of 7) 



Ko. ox Counselors, 
No. of Principal/ 
No; of Schools ' 



1979»3C 
Year 



23 



yo. of Seudents 11.227 
Reporting Period • .^^ariy'' 
Mo. of Teachers 747 



SERVICiS? RO V ID ED 



Yearly Kjportiag Period 

■ Dace Aiieticp 70 iq7Q.«April ^n. ^9Sn 



STUDENT SERVICES 








• ETHNICITY 








; A 


ft 


t r 


D 






iiNTJACTS 


I. Individual and/or K 


6 ! 


12 


550 


1 690 


! 272 1 


U30 




Croup Counseling 1 


1 : 


36 


389 


1 315 


399 


Zl'+O 






4 1 


51 


1027 


1 953 


' 519 ' 


2559 




Grade 3 


2 1 


2! 


115? 


1 751 


1 377 ! 


2314 




4 


- 1 


1? 


1260 


1 1166 


1 5U ■ 


3060 




5 


1 


12 


1145 


1 629 


i 483 ' 


22 '2 




Tocal<! 13 1 


151 


6030 


1 5117 


1 2561 1 


1386: 




II. Classroca Guiaance :< 




40 1 


1879 


' 2153 


701 ■ 


49 LO 




1 


, i-L 


29 ' 


1715 










2 








' 1943 


— : ii 1 1. 


4569 




3 




12 i 


1733 


' 2335 


1 851 ■ 


5043 




4 




;? 1 


1487 


' .1954 


i 513 : 


4058 




5 


3 ; 


11 1 


1302 


1 1654 


1 493 1 


3676 





Totals 


! 26 ' 


U6 ! 


;429 


! 12138 


' 4339 ' 


26785 




III. Other K 




13 1 


235 


1 74 


1 70 ! 


^ ^ ^ 

392 




1 




8 1 


345 


1 128 


81 ! 


562 








9 1 


4^6 


1 95 


: 116 : 


000 




3 1 


— ! 


5 1 


- 442 


110 


i 102 ■• 


✓ /♦ 

0 0 J 




4 1 


- 1 


15 1 


685 


! 151 


116 


7 0/ 




5 I 


i 


4 i 


915 


1 157 


130 ' 






To talk 




54 1 


306S 


1 715 


619 , 


4456 




IV. No- of Individual i 






Matrura of 


Problan 






and /or small 


Academic ' 


Behavi 


oral ! 


Acrar.danca 


1 


Healrh 


group contacts j 
vi:h ! 


3840 


! 


11881 


639 


1 

i 

I 


1522 


student- 








1 




1 




TZACHEH SERVICES 
















I. ladivid'iai Consultation 


teachers 


1335 


Concac £3 


10353 




II. Group Consulting 
















Insenrlce/!}4.scus.iion Mtgs, 


Teachers 


988 


Contac ts 


1250 




Small Group 




Teachers 




Contacts 


682 




III. Class Obser'rations 




Cla^sses 




Contacts 


iq34 




IV. Other 
















(pleasa soecifv) 




TOTAL 


360 1 


TOTAL 


i24ro 





parent: services 



I. Individ'^^al Consultation 
II. Grouu Consultation 



Parents^ 
Parents 



7L70 



Other 



Contacts^ 
Contacts 



5399 



-OA 



1372 



r pleas "» speciry 



9806 



6639 



* A-3-C-0-E see acrached sneet for definirisns usac in iacarnir.ing acr.r.-cir/ 
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Attachment F-5 

- (continued, pag^ 7 of 7) 

COtraSSLOR ACTIVITf SUMMAJIY 



» • m 



SmiCSS PROVIDED 



Yearly Reporting Period 

^ DateAugusc 29. 1979~-Aprll 30. 1980 



ADMi:iISTRATr;^ 3ER7I:ES 

X. Consul caeiort vlth 

Principal 
XI. Consul cation vlcii Asst< 

Principal 
III. AISD Special Ser'/lce 
Staff ( Supervisor, 
Coordinators, etc.) 
IV. Other 

(please specify) 



Contacts 



Contacts 



'ersons 



460 



Contac ts 



135 



TOTAL 645 



^OTAL 



I. Outside Agencies 
II. Other 



(please specify) 



r ersons 



414 



(contacts 



195 



:'JTAL 609 



TOTAL 



COORDINATION SERVICES 

I. Loc;ii Support lean 
:i. Testing 
III. Vision and Eeari.ng 
17, Special Guidance Programs 

V. Other 

(please Scecifv) 



(please check) 
43 



45 



36 



30 



2998 



852 



.oon 



620 



3702 



'k ^ ^ 



1305 



APPKAISAL SERVICES 

I. Classroom Cbser/arions 
II. Test Administration (Tnd,) 
III. Test Admiais trr, tion (Group) 

IV. Other 

(.please specify^ 



1106 



~otais_ 

Tocals 923 

Total.^ 1397 

Totals 220 



Grand Tocal 3646 



OTHER GUIDA^•CE RELAXED ACnVITIES (please specifv) 



(SEE ATT.\CHED SHEETS, Reports 1 and 2) 



.9., 
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otate Compensatory Education 
Appendix G 
RESOURCE TEACHER ROSTERS 



79A8 

Inattu»tnc Dtacrlption: Resouret Teacher Roacers 



Brief deicripci^n ot she ^^tr^faeat ; 

Roscer forms were u^ed to list the names of acudenca served by bilingual 
reaourc" teachers through February of 1980, along vith their student number » 
echnici^y* CAT scorst and home language. 

To vhom vaa chm iastruaenc adaiaistertd? 

Three bilingxial resource teachers serving six schools. 

apv many class vas the iascrtapent adaalaiscersd? 
Once. / 

Vhea vas the iaatronent adralnlsterfHi? 
February, 1980. 

Vhere vas ztt lastr^aenc adaialstered? 
In Che schools. , 

Vho adalalscered ch^ lastrjaent ? 
Salf-*adminidcered* ' 

Vhac cralalag did che admlalscracors have? 

Short memorandum vicl|^ inscrucclons. 

t 

Vas :he lascmoent adnlalsr^rgd 'onder standardised condltijns ? 

Standard forms and instruccions were given co all chree ceachers* 

Vere chere oroblams yich the lascyraenc or :he adminl^traclcn chac slghc 
afiact :ne "alidic? of the daca ? 

Mone chac are known. ( 

i 

■<ho ievelcoed ria in^trjaent ^ 
SCE Svaluacor. ' 

'^^z raliabl^ir^ andj validity daca are available jn the Inscr^ent ? 
M,ne. If.'' 

.vra :ner^ ncra iaza ava\ld:>la : : r intarrreci::; *:r._g_ rssulti ? 

No. ! 

I 



/ 
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resource; teacher rosters 



Purpose 

The Resource Teacher Rosters provided information relevant to the 
following decision and evaluation question: 

Decision Qu^^stion Dl ; ■ Should more emphasis be placed on 
serving edudationally disa ivantaged students through SCE? 

* I 

Evaluation Question Dl-7 : How many students ware 
served i by the. Bilingual Resource teachers? by 
ethnicity? How were students selected? 



Procedure 

Three bilingual resource teachers served students in six schools: 
Zllker, Mathews, Blackshear, Campbell, Oak Springs, and Houston. 
Zilker and Houston are not Title I schools, while the other four 
are Title I. Original plans were to place teachers in the non -Title I 
schools with the greatest need. The schools were actually chosen 
on the basis of bilingual service availability and need — all six 
schools had no bilingual teacher but did have students classified as 
LESA (Limited English Speaking Ability). Teachers began work in 
November, 1979. 

The names of the teachers arid the schools they served were secured 
from the Local/State BiliUijual Program Coordinatpr. On February 7, 1980, 
the teachers were sent a memorandum and form (see Attachment G-1) 
which asked for the names, identification numbers, ethnic background, 
CAT score, and home language of the students they served during the 
year. Reports were due back on February 29th. A reminder letter 
was sent on March 4th to one teacher asking for information on students 
served from September, 1979 through February, 1980— her forms were 
returned shortly -thereafter. 

The names of students on the returned lists were checked against the 
LESA lists by hand in March, 1980. 



Results 

Evaluation Question DI-7 ; Kow many students were 
served by the Bilingual Resource teachers? by 
ethnicity? How were students selected? 

A total of 98 students were served by the three Bilingual Resource 
teachers through February, 198^ (see Figure G-1). This total included 



79.18 



87 (88.8%) Hispanic, no Indian or Black, 3 Oriental, and 8 Anglo stu- 
dents. 



SCHOOLS 


Indian 


Oriental 


Black 


Hispanic 


Anglo 


TOTAL 


Mathews 


0 


I 


0 


19 


0 


20 


Zilker 


0 


1 


0 


7 


3 


11 


Blackshear 


0 


0 


. 0 


26 


0 


26 


Campbell 


0 


0 


0 


7 


0 


7 


Houston 


0 


1 


0 


7 


5 


13 


•. Oak Spriugs 


0 


0 '■ 


0 


21 


' 0 


21 


TOTAL 


0 - 


3' 


0 


87 


8 


98 



Figure G-1. STUDENTS SERVED BY BILINGUAL RESOURCE TEACHERS FROM 
NOVEMBER, 1979 THROUGH FEBRUARY, 1980. ' 



Studeftts were selected on the basis of their English-speaking ability 
and achievement. Students who were classified as LESA (Limited English- 
Speaking Ability) and other students with limited English abilities 
were served. Most LESA students have achievement deficits (students 
in Grades 2-5 are not classified as LESA if their achievement scores 
upon entry into the district are above the 50th percentile). It was 
found that 92 of the 98 students served (93.8%) were classified as 
LESA students, A total of 68 students had CAT Reading percentile scores 
available. The median percentile score for these students was 16. 



9, 
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AUSTIN UrtEPEtTOEirr SCHOOL DISTRICT 
Office of Ratearch and- Evaluation 



Attachment G~l 
(Page 1. of 2)^ 



February 7, 198O 



TO: Bilingual Resource Teachers Addressed 

FROM: Nancy ^enan, SCS Svaluator 
SUBJECT: Students Served 

* 

• 

I would like to ask for your help. I need a list of the students you 
,haye served as the bilingual resource teacher thus far this year. This 
information is needed for a report to TEA concerning the use of State 
Compensatory Education (3C2) funds. Please list all of the students 
vho have served this year (for any length of time), their student Iden- 
tiflcatlon n'umber, their ethnicity, their -CAT score, and their home 
lang'aage. Use one sheet for each school you work with. 

Thank you very much. Feel free to call me at U58-1228 if you have 
.questions. Please return the form by February 29. 

Approv'.^: i . ^ 

Senic^ Svaluator, External Programs 

Approved: C . ^^7^; 

Director," Research ancT Sv^^Aation 



Approved: \ 

Director, Elementary Education 



Teachers addressed: Theresa Rodriquez 

Josie Salas 

Elizabeth Hicks Martinez 
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'«» Attachment G-1 

(continued, page 2 of 2) 

BILUrGUAL RSSQUBCS TSACHZR ROSTER 



Teftcher Name 



School 



QbUaetit 4«asie 

(Last Nane, First :iane) 


Student 


Sthnicity* 


CAT 
Score 


Home 
Language 




















































- 
















































































■ — 












































































1 










i 





\ 



ithnicif/ Codes: 



ERIC 



: = .-^riericaii Zr.lisui; A = Asian 'Oriental'; 3 = 
H - Hispanic; V = Vr.ite ^Ar.glo- 
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State Compensatory Education 
Appendix H 
TABS TESTING RECORDS 



' Intcru— ttc Dfcrlpciont TAls Tf clnt Htcordt 



3ritf dtterloclon of cht laatrumtnt : 

SCACt cttclQi ri^porca for thm TABS catcing vtrt uMd to dicanlnt eht numbtr of 
•cudtQCt cMCtd by eht program by achniciey* enroUratnc tnd cotlng figutaa wart 
provldtd by tacb achool 4C tha eiaa of taating, 



To tfhom vaa r;ha inacruaanc adalniacarad? 
All fifch and ainch gradara* 



Hov aanv tlaaa vaa « ha inatrjaene adaiaiaeaged? 
Onca* 

Whan vaa tha instruaanc Adniaiatarad? 

Fifth grada; March 4, ,5, k 6, 1980 (makaupa March 7 i 10) . ^ 
«Nlnth grada: March 10, U, & U, 1980* 

'^liara -^ma tha laacrvaa^t adalalacegid? 

Id cha schoola. Each achool decldad who would cast studenca and In what envl-* 
tofiaant (claaarooo or larga group areaa). 

Vho admlni^icartd cha Inacrunenc? 

Flfch and ninth grada caachara could noc taac eheir own students i but could tast 
ochara* Taachars* counaalora, principals, and other qualified personnel carried 
out the casting* 

Vhat training did the adninistracors have? ^ 

School coordinator and teat administrator manuals were provided* Alsot school 
coordinators attended training worlcshopa conducted by 0R£» and trained the 
tea tare in their achoola. aa nccaaaary* 

Was the lastruaent adminiaterad wder atandardisod conditions? 

All of the schools operated under the same guidelines* All elementary schools 
tested for one hour each on three days, for. example* Testing environments did 
vary across schoola. 

Vara there orobleas '«rith the lastnaaeat: or the adaiaistration chat might 
affect the validity of the data? 

Hone that are Icnown. 



Who developed the iaatr'jnent? 

Texaa Education Agency (TEA) and Educational Teating Service, with Input from 
curriculum committeaa* 

What raliibUitv and validity data are available the lastriaenc? 

Contact TEA. The TABS teat was based partially on earlier testing (TAPS project) 
Field testing of items was also conducted during fall, 1979. Enrollment figures 
could be checked through Pupil Accounting. 



■^a thara r.ora data avaUable for Interrrat^n^ :he raaults? 

Results will be reporcsd for each school In AISD. Summary reports of performance 
tor each school district In Texas will be available from each individual district 
and considered public information. Actual norms for Texas may or may noc be 
produce' Statewid^results will be published by September. 1980. 

1 , 

""— ' ' - ' 'I ' 
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TABS TESTING RECORDS 



Purpose 

The TABS Testing Records provided information relevant to the following 
decision and evaluation question: 

Decision Question Dl ; Should more emphasis be placed on . ' 
serving educationally disadvantaged students through SCE? 

» • 

Evaluation Question Dl-8 ; How many fifth and 
.ninth graders were tested for the statewide 
assessment project? by ethnicity? 



Procedure 

The Texas Assessment of Basic Skills (TABS) tests were given from 
February 26th through March 12, 1980 in AISD. Each test coordinator 
was asked to fill in a form listing the school's total enrollment in 
fifth or ninth grade, and the number of students tested, abs'ent, in^val- 
idated, or exempted (see Attachment H-1), Forms were checked at ORE to 
make sure the overall total enrolled reflected the sum of the other 
numbers. 

Forms were sent to DataScore with other testing materials. DataScore 
compiled the results, and returned them to AISD on April 30, 1980. 



Results 

Evaluation Question Dl-8 ; How many fifth and 
ninth graders were tested for the statewide 
assessment project? by ethnicity? 

The chart on the following page shows the number of students tested at 
both grades five and nine. 



10 
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ETHNICITVt 


I «> Indian 


H ** Hispanic 


A ■ Asian 


W - White 


B • Black 


(Anglo) 





TOTAL 
ENROLLMKNT 


NimBRR 
EXEMPTED 


NUMBER ABSENT 
OR INVALIDATED 


NUMBER TESTED 
BY ETHNICITY 

J A B IT W Total 


GRADE !) 


4203 


156 


13 


06 
(OZ) 


64 

(2Z) 


673 
(17Z) 


992 
(25Z) 


2280 
(56?) 


4042 
(100?) 


GRADE 9 


5183 


214 


. 380 


05 
(OZ) 


26 
(IZ) 


768 
(17?) 


1179 
(26Z) 


2587 
(56?) 


4593 
(100?) 



Thus, 4,042 fifth graders were tested, and A, 593 ninth graders. This 
represents 96*2% and 88.6% of the fifth and ninth graders respectively. 
Less than 1% of those tested were Indian, 1-2% were Asian, 17% were 
Black, 25-26% were Hispanic, and 56% were White. 

Attachment H-2 shows these figures as well as the overall results of 
the testing at each grade level. 

More information on the TABS testing procedures and results can be found 
in the Summary of Spring, 1980 Texas Assessment of Basic Skills Results . 
for AISD (Publication Number 79.51) and the Spring, 1980 TABS Results 
for Fifth and Ninth Graders — Technical Report (Publication Number 79. AO). 
Attachment H-3 shows articles which were published after the AISD TABS 
reports were made public. 

The Svstemwide Technical Report (Appendix I) discusses the results of 
the "Questions for Teachers" survey given to a random sample of AISD 
weachers. The results which related Jo competency testing were discussed 
in the TABS reports (Pub. Nos. 79.A0 and 79.51). A coding reversal error 
was discovered after these reports were released. The corrected data is 
shown in Figure H-1 nn the next page. 

Individual item responses reveal some inconsistent views towards compe- 
tency testing. While 45% responded that they didn't know if state 
competency test results provided increased information beyond that of dis- 
trict achievement tests, 56% felt the TABS results would be helpful to 
them in making instructional plans for students. In addition, while 54-64% 
of the teachers agreed that there should be a statewide competency test to 
promote students from grades three and five to grades four and six and as 
a graduation requirement, 52% did not know if minimum competency require- 
ments had improved graduates' skills in reading and math. Thus, teachers 
seem willing to try such measures, but are not sure they will work. 
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Form 1 * « 



3. There should be statewide tests at grades 

3 and. 5 which students must pass in order vf 
to advance to grades 4 and 6. 5 



Tup 'thirds agree or strongly agree. 



Half aren't sure. About one-third agree. 



Two-thirds agree or agree strongly. 



Over half agree or strongly agree. 



1 



4 3 2 1 
X 32 32 12 17 ■ 06 



8. A statewide test of students' minimal, 
skills increases information about . 
students' skills above and beyond that ^ ., ■ 
provided by the district's achievement 
. testing program. 5 4 3 2 1 

% 07 31 45 16 02 

Almost half don't know. Over one-third (38%) 
agree. 

Form 2 

3. The minimum competency requirements in math 
and reading have improved graduates' per- 
formance in these basic skills areas. 5 4 3 2 1 



% 03 31 52 12 02 



4. There should be a statewide competency 

test as a graduation requirement. 5 4 3 2 1 



% 28 36 15 ■ 15 06 



5. The results of the statewide compe- 
tency test (TABS) will be helpful 
to me in making instructional plans 

for students. 5 4 3 2 1 



% 10 46 24 15 05 



Figure H-1. TEACHERS' RESPONSES TO QUESTIONS RELATED TO MINIMUM COMPE- 
TENCY TESTING. From "Questions for Teachers" survey (see 
Systemwide Technical Report . Appendix I fot further infor- 
mation). 
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Iff f dticrlpeion of thm InMtrumapt ! 

CPuatt of ttudtaet i«rv«d by eh« various SCE cosponanta during 1979->80 (by grada 
and tthnlclty whan poaslbla). Cooputar fUaa for Eagiish for Spaakara of Othar 
Unguagaa (ESOl), Diract Ratdiog loatruction (DRI)» tad Minlaua Compaeancy 
Tutor Uia vara oargad; oehar fllaa vara maaipulatad by hand. 



To whom was tha inatrumenc »datnl3tered ? 

Computar fllaa and fllaa davDlopad by school parsonaal iot aach program fuadad 
by SCS during I979--80. 



How Ti4fty cimta vaa the tnatrumant admintatered ? 

' ' 

Onca* 

When waa tha instruaent administered ? 
May, 1980. 

Where was :ne Instrument admlniatere d? 
Off lea of Raaaarch and Evaluaclon. 

« 

Who admlniatered the Instrument ? 
SCE scaff. 

What train ^'^ a did the administrators have ? 
Experlanca and training ralavanc to positions • 



Was the instrument administered under scandardlzed conditions ? 

Some of the fllaa used were administered under standarJizad conditions; others 
wara not. 



^tere there problema with the Instrument or the administration that might 
a- 'rect the vaiidit_y of tha data .' 

It was not possible to create an undupllcated count of all students served by 
SCZ this year bacauaa of a lack of student naiLes for some components • " An un- 
dupllcated count is available for academic programs. 

U'hc developed the instrument ? 
ORE staff. 

Whac reliability and vaUdiry data are available .^n :p.e Instrument ? 

laformation was v*erified with eaci« program file of students served. 
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Are there nora iita available for tntergretlnji :?^e results ? 

No. Counts could be compared to total ser/ed in previous years if desired. 
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Purpose 
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The Sunnnary Data File provided information relevant to the following 
decision and evaluation question: 

Decision Question Dl ; Should nore emphasis be placed on 
serving educatlonatly disadvantaged students through SCE? 

Evaluation Question D1~1Q ; How many students 
overall were served directly by SCE during 
1979-80? by grade and ethnicity? 



Procedure 

The chart on the next page (Figure I-l) shows the grade levels each SCE 
component was focused upon during 1979-80. SCE funded 13 program com- 
ponents this past year, all designed to improve the achievement of 
educationally disadvantaged students. However, the nature of each program 
component varied — some' were directly instructional, others supplemented 
classroom instruction programs, and others a^.ded student achievement in 
more indirect ways. 

Direct Classroom Instruction 

The SCE components which involved direct classroom instruction were: 
Language Arts Block (LA), English for Speakers of Other Languages (ESDL), 
Direct Instruction (DI), and Reading and Fundamentals of Math Tutorials (MRT). 
SCE paid for 14 floating teachers in the eight sixth grade uchools, at least 
one section per quarter of ESOL and MRT classes, and the training of teachers 
in the Direct Instruction method. 

The CAT file was used to obtain a list of sixth graders eligible for the 
Language Arts Block program on the basis of test scores — these were checked 
through by the teachers to see who was actually served. The Student Grade 
Report (SGR) File was checked to produce a list of those served in DI, MRT, 
and ESOL classes; the Direct Instruction lists were corrected by the teachers. 
Files were merged with the HEW file to obtain ethnicity Information. The 
ESOL file was then merged with the DI list at the junior high level and the 
MRT list at the secondary level to obtain an unduplicated list of those 
served by these programs. 

Supplements to Classroom Instruction 

The Bilingual Resource Teachers assisted limited English-speaking students 
in six schools in making the transition to English. Teachers provided lists 
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of the students they served from November and Febt'uary; unduplicate'd 
counts of the students served by ethnicity were then made. 

Counselors served students, classes, teachers, and administrators in 
all of the Title I schools "plus Winn. An estimate 'of the number of 
students they sierved was based on the number of students enrolled in 
the schools (each classroom was to be visited at l^ast once). 

The Written Composition Labs provided supplemental writing instruction 
to those students in need of it. The instructors at Dobie and Allan 
provided lists of the students served. 

SCE also paid for materials used in the Armadillo Arts Program at 
Robbins. This incentive program helped teach students mathematics and 
business skills. All of the students in the school participated; the 
Robbins.' . principal provided updated rosters of students- served each 
quarter. 

Miscellaneous 

The Texas Assessment of Basic Skills (TJ^BS) project involved th^, testing 
of all fifth and ninth graders statewide in the areas of reading^ math- 
ematics, and writing. Actual counts of students served by ethnicity 
were reported in reports received from Westinghouse DataScore (a contr ictor 
hired by TEA). All fifth and ninth graders were tested, except those who 
were exempt or absent. A few tests were invalidated. A large portion of 
the SCE budget and resources was spent on tasks related to the TABS testing. 

SCE paid for two compensatory planners who dealt with many aspects of 
compensatory 'programs in the District. Some of their work had fairly 
direct impact on students, but most was indirect through teachers, parents, 
applications for grants, etc.. Planners kept track of their activities and 
the populations iripa:ted. 

The Evaluation component this year dealt primarily with the TABS testing 
project and the collecting of accountability information for the project. 
It is hoped that this work will impact the prograus funded next year. A^ 
list of the year's major activities was compiled at the end of the school 
year. 

The Curriculum Writer funded through SCE this year provided packets of 
materials to teachers which gave suggestions on teaching Black history, 
writing skills, and basic math facts (plus other activities). She pro- 
vided a List of her activities at the end of the year. 

Funds were also provided by SCE to five junior and one senior high for 
attendance improvement, parent involvement, and ESOL activities. Estimates 
of the number of parents involved in activities were maide by the principals. 



The number of students served wa.s compiled for all of the components except 
the Planning, Evaluation, Curriculum Writer, and Secondary Money, components. 
It was felt that accurate estimates of the number of students impacted bv 
these components would be impossible. 
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Students served by the other program components were compiled by school, 
ethnicity, arid grade level (elementary, sixth grade, junior high, and 
senior high.) (see Figure 1-2). 



Results 

Evaluation Question Dl-lO ; How many students 
overall were served directly by SCE during 
1979-80? by grade and ethnicity? 

A count of the number of students served by each component by school 
level is provided on the next page in Figure 1-2. 

The program shown in Attachment I-l yielded an unduplicat«d count of stu- 
dents served by English for Speakers of Other Lanugages (ESOL) and 
Fundamentals of Math and Reading Tutorials (MRT) . Another program was 
run- to merge the ESOL and Direct Instruction files. Figure 1-3 below 
shows an unduplicated count of students served by the SCE components 
which involved direct classroom instruction— ESOL, DI, MRT, and tb^ Sixth 
Grade Language Arts Block (LA). 
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Figure 1-3. UNDUPLICATED COUNT OF STUDENTS SERV^.D BY SCE COMPONENTS IN- 
VOLVING DIRECT CLASSROOM INSTRUCTION. Counts of students 
served by the Language Arts Bloc'-. (LA), English for Speakers 
of Other Language-s (ESOL), Direct Instruction (DI), and 
Fundamentals of Math and Reading Tutorials (MRT). 

Thusy 2,367 students received di.'cct alassroom instruction through SCE funds 
in the sixth through twelfth grades. In addition, a large nunher of addi- 
tional students uere served through programs- in grades K-22 that either 
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Figure 1-2- STUDENTS SERVED BY SCE COMPONENTS BY ETHNICITY. 

Each student was counted only once in the total 
served by each program. However, some students 
were served by more than one program. Therefoie, 
totalling students served across programs would 
give a dtipl Icated count of students served (indi- 
cMted by ^ marks) • 
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aupplemented ataaspoom instruction ov provided other types of aerviaes. 
It ie impoaaihle to determine an overall imduplicated count of the stu- 
dents served at all of the gpade levels. 

It is difficult to say whether more emphasis should be placed on serving 
disadvantaged students through SCE simply on the basis of the number of 
students served. A large number of students were served through SCE 
this year. Hopefully, the quality of the contact can be investigated 
mote fully 'next year. 



<d 1-8 
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PLANNER RECORDS 
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Brff dMcMBelBn at eh « inaei^ua^i^i; ! 

SHcfd . #«™ f?..4!!^'/''*^' "•^^'^ «ctlvlci«f . Each monch. pUnn.r eom- 
?hl!; M«! !* J^"*?* *«ivltl.i (choM which cook «t lM.t on* ilv of 



To whog w ag cha Inttrument •dmlniattred ? 
Tvo SCE plAimtts. 



How aAnv timta w ai the instrument administered ? 
Six tlaee. 

When WIS the instrument admlniscered ? 
Honchiy, from Mov mber through April. 

Where the instrument administered ? 

Planners completed ac their office or other locatlQn of choice. 

Who administered the instrument ? 

The form is a s«lf-report tog instrument. 



What trai ning did the administrators have ? 

l!n?Jhi*f«!!*'.^V" D*" '° ^^^•i^P the form. Planners were 

sent the forms in November, along with a sample form of hypothetical LH^ 
November was considered the pilot of the form, with questSnr^LrtsseS irjj^^ 
arose. No major problems were encountered with the form, so it wi^ not "angS. 

Was the instrument administered under standardized conditions ? 

Adminlacracloii vaa .tand.rd to che .xtcnc ch*t pUnn.rs w«re encour.wd t« ^in 

Wtre thtrt problema with che tnatru m ent or eha administration that mlah c 
attect tha validity ot the data ? ' " — 

Soma monthly, raporta ware lata. Tha accuracy of these reporta cannot ba d.e«r 
mlnad. If activities were not noted aa they occurred, some Ly^^r^ona •uJ«corded. 

'Jho develop'<d'*t^e tnscruirent ? 

Tha Office of Research and Evaluation, with Input from the SCE planners. 

What rellablltty ^nd valldUy data a re available on che inatr umenr- 
5 — 

Mone . 

Are there norm data a vallabla for tnterprecing rhe resulca ^ 
p'limtirSvUr:,!"'' «de vlth the 1978-79 log of 
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PLANNER RECORDS 



Purpose 

♦ * * 

Planner Record^ were used to address the followifig information need: 

Informati on Need Question I-l ;. What materials were de-' 
veloped by the SCE planning component during 1979-80? 
What activities were carried out by the planning com- 
ponent? r 



Procedure ■ • 

f 

A meeting was held with "the twp planners funded- through SCE in October. 
During this meeting, ways to keep a record of their activities without 
the necessity of filling in a daily log with time allocations were 
discussed. A decision was made to IXst the major activities ax^ pro«- 
ducts of each planner monthly, along with information on the population 
impacted. Major activities were defined as anything which took over 
eight hours (one day) to complete. 

The planners were sent the memorandum shown in Attachment J-1 in 
November, which include 1 the final version of the "Planner's Form" 
along with a filled-out sample. Planners had only a few minor questions 
about using the form, so it was not changed. 

Planners were asked to fill out the forms regularly at the end of each 
month. It was suggested that a good way to keep track of the activities • 
was to Jot down the ■ activities on the form or on a calendar as they 
occurred during the month. 

In some cases, forms were not, received promptly at the beginning of each 
month (December through May).' If the forms were not received by the 7th 
of the month, a reminder memorandum (see Attachment J-2) was sent out. 
Monthly reports were reviewed as they were received. 

Planners*were also asked to update the objectives fbr the planning com- 
ponent of SCE. The original objectives and those added in March are shown 
in Attachment J-J. This combined list was then compared with the reported 
activities of th4 planners. 

A master list of SCE planner activities and products was created in June, 
1980. Thfe objectives for the project were listed, and the activities of 
each plannar were then categorized appropriately for each. A miscellaneous 
category included all activities not specifically related to the objectives. 
Generally, an attempt was made to include each activity and product under 
only one objective, although this was not appropriate 'in two cases. Some 



4 



79.18 



0 



Objectives do tend Co overlap, however, which should be kept in mind 
when reviewing the list.^ The results are shown in Attachment J-4. 



Results 

« 

All reports werfe^ received except one for April from p-lanner 2. Most 
reports were in on time, although a few r^inders were necessary early 
in the year. 

Information Need Question What materials were de- 

veloped by the SCE planning componen-. during 1979-80? 
What activities were carried out by the planning com- a 
ponent? 

A review of the list of planning" activities and products (Attachment J-4) 
reveals that every objective was dealt with through the planners' activ- 
ities and products. Of the eight objectives, seven were clearly achieved. 
The Director of Developmental Programs reports that Objective B (PAG 
materials) was fully met by the September, 1979 deadline (before mon- 
itoring began). Objective H, concerning desegregation videotapes, was 
partially accomplished. Two of the three videotapes were completed; the 
third was'dropped. It should be noted that these object-iyes were used 
as guidelines rather than mandatory objectives. A formal application to 
TEA was not necessary this year for SCE. 

The SCE planners appear to have done well in addressing their stated 
objectives and in completing additional tasks. 



) 



\ 



Attachment J-1 



. (Page l p.f 3) 

AUSTIN INDEPENDENT SCHOOL DISTRICT 
Office of Research^and Evaluation 

' November 21, 1979 



TO; ^ V Joan Burnham , Kathryn Stone 

FROM: Nancy Baenen 

SUBJECT^. Recording Planner's Activities 



I have considered your comments and discussed the planner '^"^ form with 
Jonathan' Curtis* Xbe form whi^jh was the result ;is attached, I have 
also attached a sample form wiLh hypothetical activities listed. 

Basically, we would like a brief description of your activities for 
the iionth, the populations that were or will be impacted, and the 
ultimate end product (or result oi goal) of the activity. Almost any 
activity has some ultimate goal — I have tried to give some good 
examples. 'Call if you have questions; otherwise, try it out for 
November and we'll discuss any problems early in December. 

1 have also attached a list of the program objectives lor the planning 
component. I am sure thes^ have changed somewhat since this past sum- 
mer. Could you provide us" with .a list of more specific products and 
activities for each of • the four objectives? Also add any new objectives 
(e.g. desegregation activities). 

Thank you. 



Ap^proved: ^l^vuT^^y^ dc^Ci^J 

Senio^^Evaluator for Externally Funded Programs 



Approved: 



irector. Research and Evaluation 




NB : Im 
Enclosure 
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Attachment J-1 



PLANNER'S FORM 



r 



PLEASE riLL OUT ON THE LAST DAY OF EVERY MONTH FRCM NOVEMBER THROUGH AP^IL, 



PLANNING ACTIVITIES DURING 



PLANNER 



ACTIVITY 



POPULATION (S) 
IMPACTED 



END PRODUCT 



POPULATIONS IMPACTED (SPECIFY GRADE LEVELS 



1. Title I students 

2. Title I Migrant students 

3. Bilingual students 
^, SCE students 

5. Special Education students 

6. Written Composition students 



7. Elemennary students 

8. Secondary students 

9. Community members 

10. Selected district personnel 
(specify) 

11. Other (specify) 



J-6 



1 h if 
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Attar.hment J-1 



PLANNER'S FORM 



SAMPLE 



PLEASE FILL OUT ON THE LAST DAY OF EVERY MONTH FROM NOVEMBER THROUGH APRIL. 
PLANNING ACTIVITIES DURING yt^-iH.. -nU^- l^ PLANNE R (ACc c.C J^^6-i,l vc^ ^ 



ACTIVITY 



POPUUTION(S) 
IMPACTED 



END PRODUCT 



^1 f-i L T-rcco 



«/ • 



5. 



5" 



Vc 



FOPUIATIONS IMPACTED (SPECIFY GRADE LEVELS 



1. Title I students 

2. Title I Migrant students 

3. Bilingual students 

4. SCE students 

5* Special Education students 

6. Written Composition students 



7. Elementary students 

8. Seiiondary students 

9. Community members 

10. Selected district personnel 
(specify) 

11. Other (specifv) 
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Attachment J<-2 



Office of Research and Evaluation 
AUSTIN INDEPENDENT SCHOOL DISTRICT 



TO: Joan Bumham, Kathryn Stone 

FROM: Nancy Baenen 

SUBJECT: Planner Activity Fo<nns 



REMINDER. . . REMINDER. . . REMINpER. . . REMINDER. . . REMINDER. . . REMINDER 

This is just a reminder I I need your planning activity forms for 
the following month (s) as soon as possiblel 



Thank you. 
Approved: 




Senior ^valuator, External Programs 

Approved: 



Director, Research and Evaluat^n 




Attachment J-*3 
(Page I of 2) 



Co* Oist, No- 277^901 

Aunin ISO 



Snjpsfr g&ecnrN TMPncMATTPN! (iNSTRUCnCNAL SUPPORT; 

If thm ictlvltlts of Austin Indtpindcnt School Olstrfct are to bt 
coordlnitad, a planning process .trust bi tstabllshtd to systaa-» 
atlcilly addrtss tht dIstHcts tdueatlonal and training fTMds. 
Floral t Stati and Local programs must bt coordlnattd so that rt* 
dundtncy doos not occur* and trit succtssful aspects If particular 
can bt gantrallzad to otiitn. In light of tho ntN Titia I r«gu1 ac- 
tions, tho nttd txists to faclTltati cooporatlvt planning with the 
connunlty to comp y with tho nm guldillnas. 

Thirt Ts a nttd to coordlnatt staff dtvtlopmtnt actlvitlts for 
various comptnsatory education p^.rsonntl so as to conform with tht 
ntw ritit I guldt lints and to intsh cooptratlvtly ^ith the local 
school district effort. 



A« August 1979 Junt 198Q, oht Compensatory Planner will be 
continually Involved In all aspects of planning and Implementing 
of parent InvolveitMt activities for Title I/T1tle I Migrant 
Parent Involvemtn': c.:.^ ionentt which Includes training of parent 
groups upon nqu%T*^ 

5, 3y September I, 1979, the Compensatory Planners will have com- 
pleted thret transparency/ tape presentations and developed ap« 
proprfate handouts for local campus PAC's additional. 

C« From August 1979 • June 1980» one Compensatory Planner will have 
coordinated and worked with approximately 36 teachers that are i.n 
tht. Written Composition. Program, 

0, Frwn August 1979 • Junt 1980 ♦ one Comoensatory Planner will 
coordinate efforts In ,the area of staff development for yie 
various compensatory education personnel. 



A. ifcfilt 

The Compensatory Planners will woHc •^•Ith the coordination of an 
federally funded program :o ensure tneir nieshlng with local effor-^is; 
rndividually, Planners will work in parental Involvement activities, 
language arts activities for low SES students, coorriinacion of staff 
development and a writtan ccmoosltion project. The Planners will 
continue to review rtseerch anc •^fomatlon on effective practicss 
for *^rk1ng with low ScS sruaents. 
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AUSTIN INDEPENDENT SCHOOL DISTRICT 
DIVISION OF EDUCATIONAL DEVELOPMENT 
DEPARTMENT OF DEVELOPMENTAL. PROGRAMS 



Attachment J-3 
(contlnuedi page 2 of 2) 



March 21, 1980 



TO: 



Nancy Baenen 



FROM: 



C^^Joan Bumham 



SUBJECT: 



Planning Component Objectives 



As per your request of March '4, Kathryn Stone and I have met to discuss 
the objectives for thd planning component • After looking over the 
objectives for last year, we have ascertained that those objectives 
are still applicable « We would, however, suggest that you add the 
following additional objectives that have evolved throughout the year, 
particularly as a result of the desegregation plan. 

1) From August 1979 through April 1980, one Compensatory Planner 
will have been involved with the planning and wrxting of 
3 Emergency School Aid Act (ESAA) applications, developed 
to assist in the implementation of the desegregation effort. 



2) From November 1 ~ June 1980, two Compensatory Planners will 

be involved with planning efforts for desegregation,^.. Including 
Title l/Tltle I Migrant programs and participation in the 
Parent Task Force for Desegregation. 

3) By April 7 1980, one Compensatory Planner will be involved 
in the planning and completion of a Title IV Part C proposal 
designed to provide parent materials In reading and social 
studies targeted for parents .of low SES students (grades 4«-*6) . 

4) By April 30 1980 one Compensatory Planner will have completed 
work on the editing/production of 3 videotapes, cooperatively 
with the Career Information Communications Center, entitled 
'^Desegregation: Its Effects on Children." 

Since I will be working on the Title IV Part C grant all of next week 
prior to the spring vacation, I am attaching the March planning forms 
at this time indicating that priority. 

If you have any questions concerning any of the objectives, please give 
me or Kathryn Stone a call. 




Director, Developmental Programs 



cc: Kathryn Stone 



ERIC 



J-IO 
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Atttchment J-4 
(Page 1 of 9) 



PLANNER'S FORM 

PLEASE FILL OUT ON "IHE UST DAY OF EVERY MONTH FROM N0VEM3ER THROUGH APRIL. 
PLANNING ACTIVITIES DURING NOVEMBER-APRIL PLANNE R 1. PLANNER 2 



ACTivirr 



POPULATION (S) 
IMPACTED 



END PRODUpT 



OBJECTIVE A ; FROM AUGUST, 1979-rJUNE, 1980, ONE COMPENSAfORY PLANNER WILL BE 
CONTINUALLY INVOLVED IN ALL ASPECTS -OF PLANNING AND IMPMHeNTING OF PARENT 
INVOLVEMENT ACTIVITIES FOR TITLE I/TITLE I MIGRANT PARENT INVOLVEMENT COMPO- 
NENT, WHICH INCLUDES TRAINING OF PA^T GROUPS ON REQUEST. 



EVIDENCE OF ACHIEVEMENT ; 
Planner 1 ; 

Planning with Title I staff 
for spring At-Hoine program 
(Nov., Feb., March, April). 

Attended- parent involvement 
session — Allyn and Bacon 
(January) . 

Meeting with Dr. Martinez 
at Region XII concerning 
Title I Migrant parent 
training during summer, 1930 
(February) . 

Writing of articles for parent 
newsletters and preparation 
for writing articles (visit 
to Sims) (February). 

Attended city-wide PTA meeting 
concerning desegregation 
(Februarv) . 



7,8 
2" 



7,1 



At--Home program in Title I 
amendment . 



Ideas for parent news- 
letters . 



Offering of training for 
Title I parents. 



Draft of newsletter. 



Information. 



POPULATIONS IMPACTED (SPECIFY GRADE LEVELS: 



1. 


Title I -tudents 




Elementary students 


2. 


Title I Migrant students 


8. 


Secondary students 


3. 


Bilingual students 


9. 


Community members 


4. 


SCE students 


10. 


Selected district personnel 


5. 


Special Education students 




(specify) 


6. 


Written Composition students 


11. 


Other (specify) 




^ 
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ACTIVITY 


POPiyLATION(S) 
IMPACTED 


END PRODUCT 


OBJECTIVE B: BY SEPTEMBER 1. 1979. THE COMPENSATORY PLANNERS WILL HAVE 
COMPLETED THREE TRANSPARENCY/TAPE PRESENTATIONS AND DEVELOPED APPROPRIATE 
HANDOUTS FOR LOCAL CAMPUS PAC'S ADDITIONAL. 
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Attachment J-4 
(continued, page 2 of 9) 



. PLANNER'S FORM 

PLEASE FILL OUT ON 'THE LAST DAY OF EVERY MONTH FROM NOVEMBER THROUGH APRIL. 
PLANNING ACTIVITIES DURING NOVEMBER-APRIL PLANNE R 1. PLANNER 2 



EVIDENCE OF ACHIEVEMENT 

(NOTE DATE--MONITORING DID NOT 

BEGIN UNTIL NOVEMBER, 1979): 

Planner 1: 



Planning of local Title 1/ 
Title I Migrant district-wide 
PAC activities (Nov., Dec). 

Completed newsletter for PAC 
parents and distributed (Dec.) 

Attended evening meeting of 
local PAC concerning desegre- 
gation (February) . 



Planning with SEDL on presen- 
tation before district-wide 
PAC on use of television with 
their children (February) . 

Planner 2: 



7,1 



PAC presentation — Reading 
ideas at home (November) . 



1,2,9 (parents) 



Two district-wide PAC 
meetings . 



Newsletter to PAC parents. 



Information about desegre- 
gation planning and 
comments of PAC about 
plan. 

Presentation on March 13th 
and plans for training 
of staff /parents in the 
future. 



Dissemination of infor- 
mation about helping 
children at home. 



POPULATIONS IMPACTED (SPECIFY GRADE LEVELS 



1. Title I students 

2. Title I Migrant students 

3. Bilingual students 

4. SCE studen.3 

5. Special Education students 

6. Written Composition students 



7. Elementary students 

8. Secondary students 

9. Community members 

''0. Selected district personnel 

(specify) 
11, Other (specify) 
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Attachment J-4 



PLANNER'S FORM 




PLEASE FILL OUT ON THE LAST DAY OF EVERY MONTH FROM NOVEMBER THROUGH APRIL. 


PLANNING ACTIVITIES DURING NOVEMBER-APRIL PLANNER 1. PLANNER 2 




ACTIVITY 


POPULATION (S) 
IMPACTED 


END PRODUCT 


OBJECTIVE C: FROM AUGUST, 1979— JUNE, 1980, ONE COMPENSATORY PLANNER WILL 
HAVE WORKED WITH APPROXIMATELY 36 TEACHERS WHO ARE IN THE WRITTEN COMPOSITION 
PROGRAM. 


EVIDENCE OF ACHIEVEMENT: 






Planner 2: 






Staff development (November) . 


7- Sims 
K-5 

lO-Special Teachers 


Awareness of program and 
receipt of written ideas 
about how the program 
works • 


School observations (Jan., 
March) . 


7 

lO-Teachers at 
Pecan Springs, Winn, 
Sims 


Completion of monitoring 
i^or teacher participants 
and program staff. As- 
sisted in success of 
program. 


OBJECTIVE D: FROM AUGUST, 1979— JUNE, 1980, ONE COMPENSATORY PLANNER WILL 
COORDINATE EFFORTS IN THE AREA OF STAFF DEVELOPMENT FOR THE VARIOUS COMPEN- 
SATORY EDUCATION PERSONNEL. 


EVIDENCE OF ACHIEVEMENT: 






Planner 1 : 






Set up meeting through 
Region XIII for exemplary 
Title I awareness session 
and received information on 
other projects (January). 


1,7 


Awareness session (Feb. 8). 


Presented at two meetings on 
Title IV Part C and Title II 
Basic Skills (January). 


11 (representatives 
from N and D insti- 
tutions) 

10 (those interested 
in Title IVC grants) 


Written infonnation on 
ESEA Title II basic skills, 
grants, and Title IVC. 


POPULATIONS IMPACTED (SPECIFY 


GRADE LEVELS: 





!• Title I students 

2. Title I Migrant students 

3. Bilingual students 

4. SCE students 

5. Special Education students 

6. Written Composition students 



?• Elementary students 

8. Secondary students 

9. Community members 

10. Selected district personnel 
(specify) 

11. Other (specify) 



Attachment J-A 



PLANNER'S FORM 




PLEASE FILL OUT ON THE LAST DAY OF EVERY MONTH FROM NOVEMBER THROOGH APRIL. 


PLANNING ACTIVITIES DURING NOVEMBER-APRIL PLANNER 1. PLANNER 2 




ACTIVITY ... 


POPULATION (S) 
IMPACTED 


END PRODUCT • 


Planner 1: (continued) . 






Met with Dr, Gilliam Cook 
about training teachers to 
identify arjd teach for differ- 
ent cognitive styles (FebO* 


1,7 


Possible summer staff 
development alternatives* 


Met: with Rachel Warburg, UT 
Bureau of Industrial Relations 
Continuing Educat'ion Program 
(February) . 


10 (secretaries) 


Alternatives for secretary 
staff development for 
summer • 


Attended Title I staff devel- 
opment, February 27th • 


10 (Title I 
teachers) 


Information about Title I 
program* 


Attended workshop of compre- 
hensive planning for Special 
Education five-year plan, 
February 15-16. 


5 


Recommendations for per- 
sonnel training* 


Met with Dr. Jim YateB, UT 
(February) . 


7,8 


Summer staff development * 
alternatives* 


Met with Paul Kirby (March). 

-* 


10 (secretarial 
staff) 


Information packet on 
staff development options 
via the UT Department of 
Continuing Education. 


POPULATIONS IMPACTED (SPECIFY 


GRADE LEVELS: 




1. Title I students 7. Elementary students 

1. Title I Migrant students 8. Secondary students 

3. Bilingual students 9. Community ir^Mbers 

a. SCE students 10. Selected district personnel 

5. Special Education students (specify) 

6* Written.' Composition students 11, Other (specify) 



J- 14 
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Attachment J-A 



PLANNER'S FORM 

PLEASE FILL OUT ON THE LAST DAY OF EVERY MONTH FROM NOVEMBER THROUGH APRIL. 
PLANNING ACTIVITIES DURING NOVEMBER-APRIL PLANNE R 1. PLANNER 2 



ACTIVITY 


POPULATION(S) 
IMPACTED^ . 


END PRODUCT 


OBJECTIVE E: FROM AUGUST, 1979 THROUGH APRIL. 1980. ONE COMPENSATORY ^PLANNER 
WILL HAVE BEEN INVOLVED WITH THE PLANNING AND WRITING OF THREE EMERGENCY 
SCHOOL AID ACT (ESAA) APPLICATIONS, DEVELOPED TO ASSIST IN THE IMPLEMENTATION 
OF THE DESEGREGATION EFFORT • 


EVIDENCE OF ACHIEVEMENT;. 






Planner 2: 






Development of ESAA Basic 
Grant — worked with Cabinet, 
^Director of Secondary Edu- 
cation, ORE staff, Assistant 
Superintendent, Dallas (tech- 
nical assistance) (Nov., 
Dec • ) . 


8 

Grades 6-12 


ESAA Application sent to 
Washington on Dec. 3, 1979 
for 1980-81 school year. 


Pre-Implementation Grant de- 
veloped and sent for 1980-81 
(Dec., Jan., Feb.). 


7.8 
K-12 


Completed application sen€' 
to Washington on Feb. 28, 
1980. 


Development and completion of 
ESAA Out-of-Cycle Grant. Co- 
ordination with non--public 
schools (Dec, Jan., 7eb., 
March) . 


7,8 


Sent to Washington on 
March 31, 1980. 


OBJECTIVE F: FROM NOVEMBER 1, 1979 THROUGH JUNE, 1980, TWO COMPENSATORY 
PLANNERS WILL BE INVOLVED WITH PLANNING EFFORTS FOR DESEGREGATION, INCLUDING 
Tin^E I/TITLE I MIGRANT PROGR/^S AND PARTICIPATION IN THE PARENT TASK FORCE 
FOR DESEGREGATION. 


EVIDENCE OF ACHIEVEMENT: 






Planner 1 : 






Attended meetings relating to 
desefi;ref?ation (Nov. , Dec • ) 


1.2,7.8 


Tentative plans for imple- 
mentation of .aspects of 


POgLT^TIONS IMPACTED (SPECIFY 


GRADE LEVELS: 




1. Title I students 7. Elementary students 

2. " Title I Migrant students 8, Secondary students 

3. Bilingual students 9, Coijimunity members 

SCE students 10. Selectea district personnel 

5, Special Education students (specify) 

6, Written Composition students 11, Other (specify) 
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Attachment J-A 



, PLANNER'S FORM 

PLEASE FILL OUT ON THE LAST DAY OF EVERY MONTH- FROM NOVEMBER THROUGH APRIL. 

V 

PLANNING ACTIVITIES DURING MnvFvmFP^APftTT PLANNE R > K PLANNER 2 



ACTIVITY 



POPULATION(S) 
IMPACTED 



END PRODUCT 



Planner 1: -(continued) 



Attended Parent Task Force 
meeting (Jan., Feb.). 



Attended evening meeting of 
local PAC on desegregation 
(February) . 



Wrote brochure on bus safety 
for parents (March). 

Planner 2: 

Attended Parent Task Force 
meetings (Dec, Jan.). 



7^8,9 

\ 

7,r 



9 (parents) 



the desegregation court 
order for the district and 
Title I in particular. 

List of recommendations to 
go to Cabinet. Reports 
from other task forces. 

Information about deseg- 
regation planning given ♦ 
and comments of community 
concerning the plan re- 
ceived . 

* 

Completed brochure. 



9 (parents) 
10 (Task Force 
members) 



Desegregation effort 
improved. 



OBJECTIVE G ; BY APRIL 7, 1980, ONE COMPENSATORY PLANNER WILL BE INVOLVED IN 
THE PLANNING AND COMPLETION OF A TITLE IV PART C PROPOSAL DESIGNED TO PROVIDE 
PARENT MATERIALS IN READING AND SOCIAL STUDIES TARGETED FOR PARENTS OF LOW SES 
STUDENTS (GRADES 4-6). 



EVIDENCE OF ACHIEVEMENT ; 
Planner 1: 

Initial plannfng fo^^Title IV, 
Part C Grant on pareliting . 
materials (February) . 



Perspectus approved by 
board to develop grant. 



POPULATIONS IMPACTED (SPECIFY GRADE LEVELS: 



1. 
5. 



Title I students 
Title I Migrant students 
Bilingual stVidents 
SCE students 

Special Education students 



6, Wri.trten Compositiop students 



7» Elementary students 

8. Secondary students 

9. Community members 

10, Selected district personnel 
(specify) 

11. Other (specify) 

fTTT, 
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Attachment J-A 



PLANNER'S FORM 

PLEASl FILL OUT ON THE LAST DAY. OF EVERY MONTH FROM NOVEMBER. THROUGH APRIL. 
-PLANNING ACTIVITIES DURING NOVFHBER-APRIL PLANNE R i\ PLANNER 2 



ACTIVITY 



POPUUTION(S) 
IMPACTED 



END PRODUCT 



Planner 1: (continued) 

Development and planning of 
Title IV, Part C Grant (March) 



Presentation to Cabinet of 
Title IVC Grant (April). 



1,7 



Title IVC Grant for de- ' 
veloping parent material^ 
in reading/social studies. 

Completed grant entitled 
"Improvement of Basic 
Skills for Educationally 
Disad-^antaged Students". 



OBJECTIVE H ; BY APRIL 30, 1980, ONE COMPENSATORY PLANNER WILL HAVE COMPLETED 
WORK ON THE EDITING AND PRODUCTION OF THREE VIDEOTAPES, COOPERATIVELY WITH THE 
CAREER INFORMATION COMMUNICATIONS CENTER, ENTITLED 'DESEGREGATION: ITS EFFECTS 
ON CHILDREN". 



EVIDENCE OF ACHIEVEMENT: 



Planner 1: 



Arranged for videotaping of 
Dr. Jimenez's presentation and 
worked with Career Information 
Center staff to edit and 
narrate tape for desegregation 
purposes (Jan., Feb.). 

Arranged viewing of videotape 
of Dr. Jimenez at Parent Task 
Force, for central staff, and 
for local campuses/PTA (March) 



1.7,8 



9 (parents) 
10 (principals, 

administrators) 



Edited videotape. 



Three previewing sessions 
held during March. 



POPULATIONS IMPACTED (SPECIFY GRADE LEVELS 



er|c 



1. Title I students 

2. Title I Migrant students 

3. Bilingual students 

4. SCE students' 

5. Special Education students 

6. Written Composition students 



7. Elementary students 

8. Secondary students 

9. Community members 

•10. Selected district personnel 

(specify) 
11. Other (specify) 

— frfM 
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Attachment J-4 



/ PLANHER'S FOKM 




PLEASE FILL OUT m^"^ LAST DAX OF EVERY MONTH FRCM NOVEMBER THROUGH APRIL. 


PLANNraG ACTIVITIES DURI5IG NOVEMBER- APR XL PLANNER 1. PLANNER 2 




ACTIVITY 


POPULATION(S) 
QIF ACTED 


ENS PRODUCT 


MISCELLANEOUS: ACTIVITIES NOT 


SPECIFICALLY COVERED BY MINIMAL OBJECi'IVES. 


Planner 1: 






Attended conference on problems 
of Juvenile runaways (November) 


8 


Recommendations on better 
delivery of services to 
juveniles . 


Attended National Diffusion 
Network (NDN) Conference in 

Oklahoma City (December) • 

• ✓ • 


1 

• 


Information about Title I 
exemplary projects. 


Attended workshop on programs 
validated by the NDN, Region 
XIII (February). 


1,7 


Awareness session to follow 
up a session on the 
Waterloo Follow-Through 
topic- 


Attended meeting on coordina- 
tion of delivery of services 
.to children (January) . 


7,8,9 


Planning document on 
interagency cooperation. 


Department of Human Resources- 
Attended mid-winter conference 
of TASA (January) . 


7,8,1,2 


Information related to 
staff on different federal 
and state programs. 


Meetings concerning follow- 
through for the Title I 
reading program in the arts 
(February) . 


1 


Plans for possible imple- 
mentation of the program. 


Awareness session for Waterloo 
Follow-Through program (Feb.). 


1,7 


Possible pilot program for 
1980-81 school year. 


Monitored ITBS, Allan Jr. High 
(Febt.'ary). 


8 


Monitored testing, com- 
pleted questionnaire. 



POPULATIONS IMPACTED (SPECIFY GRADE LEVELS 



1. Title I students 

2. Title I Migrant students 

3. Bilingual students 

4. SOS students 

5. Special Education students 

6. Wricten Composition students 



7. Elementary students 

8. Secondary students 

9. Community members 

10. Selected district personnel 
(specify) 

11. Other (specify) 
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79.18 ^continued, paga 9 of 9) 



PLANNER'S FOKM 




PLEASE FILL OUT ON^THE LAST DAY OF EVERY MONTH FROM jrOVEJfiER THROUGH APRIL* 


PLANNING ACTIVITIES DURING NOVEM^E^-APRIL PLANNER i ^ pt.annf.p 7 




ACTiViTi 


PGPUUnONCS) 
IMPACTED 


END PRODUCT \ 

1 

/ 


Planner 1: (continued) 






^Worked with elementary teacher 
and Regional Service Center to 
plan for Title I reading pro- 
gram through the arts (April)'. 


1 


Tentative planning under' 
way • 


> 








• 




POPULATIONS DIP ACTED (SPECIFY 


GRADE LEVELS: 




1. Title I students 7.. Elementary students 

2. Title I Migrant students 8. Secondary students 

3. Bilingual students 9. Comrouaity members 

4. SCE students 10. Selected district personnel 

5. Special Education students (specify) 

6. Written Composition students 11. Other (specify) 
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S rltf dMcrlotiott of eht imcmmtnt : 

8va^ tlon Rtcorda vtrt uMd co dtvtlop a list of the mattriaia/ and/or 
^accividcs d«v#lop«d by th% «VAiuacion compontuc of SCE during '.|9 79-80 • 



i 



I 





SCI wvaluacor. 

I 

Hov aany rlats vas.sht ingcr\aatnt ;*rim^^^<f iiy><4(| 
Coaciauouslyt ljuc laformarloa t^s complied during !toy, 1980, 

Whttt v>3 rht inacruatac adBlnlactred? 
May^t 1980. 

Office of Research and^ Evaluation • > ^ 

."^■^ " ■ 

Vho adalni5tered!.che lastruneat ? 

Self-adaiaii^yed (SCE Evaiuator). 

Vhat tralalag did she adaiaiatrators have ? 

Experience appropriate to poslcloa. Jto special training for chis task. 

Vaa the lastraaet:: adaiaistevtd under standardised condiclons ? 
Mot applicable. 

Vers t.^.ere crcbUas vlth the iastr'anent or the 'adalni^tracica that :ii2ht 
a ffect tne validity oi the data ? 

Mo. 

Vno developed tne lastr'jaent ? 
SCE Evaiuator. 



hat rsliaci. 



and -/iliditv data irz available an the l^str'jaer. 



ORE publications list could be checked. 



Afg :.-?>ar3 :at3 will ib 1 d : : : 



Oniv m rne sense that reports produced thU -/ear ^ould be corapared to rhose 
of previous year§. 
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EVALUATION RECORDS 



, I Purpose 

Evaluation Record^ and Documents were accessed to detain l,nformation 
relevant to the fbllowing information need: 

Itif^rmation Need Question I-l ; What materials and/or^ 
activities were developed by the SCE evaluation com- 
^poneh^during 1979-80? 



Procedure 

f 

During May, 1980, the SCE Evaluator simply made a list of the major 
materials and/of activities carried out since September 1, 1979. This 
included some projects that were still 'in progress in May, but would 
be completed by June 30, 1980. 



■■ ■ ■ . . \ 

•Results 

Information Need Question 1-2 ; What materials and/or activities .were 
developed by the Sj^ evaluation comp^ent during 19*^9-80? 

A list of the ma^oj: materials and activities developed or carried out 
between Septemt/r 1, 1979 and June 30, 1980 is shown in Figure K-1. 

As Figure K-1 shows, major activities revolved aroun--' the preparation 
of reports concerning the use of SCE funds during 1979-80, the organi-x 
zation of the Texas Assessment of Basic Skills (TABS) testing for AISD, 
and the preparation of reports regarding the TABS testfing. 
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DATE 



Fall, 1979 



Fall-Spring, 1979-80 



Fall-Spring, 1979-80 



ACTIVITY 



PRODUCT 



Spring-Summer, 1980 
Spring, 1980 ' 
Spring, 1980 



Spring-Summer, 1980 



Spring-Summer, 1980 



Development and finalizing of 
Evaluation Design. 



Carrying out of evaluation 
activities listed in design. 



Organizing Texas Assessment 
of Basic Skills (TABS) testing 
of 5th and 9th graders in AISD. 
Acting as liaison between AISD 
and TEA. 

Participation with other SCE 
staff in preparation of TEA 
report. 

Preparation of TABS summary 
report . 



Preparation of TABS technical 
report . 



Evaluation Design 1979-80 
State Compensatory Education 
(Pub. No. 79.08). 

Information gathered on 
students served by SCE 
during 1979-80. 

Completion of student TABS 
competency testing. 



/ 



Preparation of SCE Final 
Report . 

Preparation of SCE Final Tech- 
nical Report. 



TEA report on SCE 1979-80 
activities. 



Summary of Spring, 1980 TABS 
Results for AISD (Pub. No. 
79.51). 

Spring. 1980 TABS Results 
for Fifth and Ninth Grade rs 
— Technical Report (Pub. No. 
79.40). 



SCE Final Report, 



State Compensatory Lducatlon 
1979-80 Final Technical 
Report (Pub. No. 79.18). 



Figure K-1. STATE COMPLNSATORY EDUCATION (SCE) EVALUATION ACTIVITIES. Lists mate- 
rials and activities developed between September 1, 1979 and 
June 30, 1980. 
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CURRICULUM WRITER RECORDS 



1 



L-1 



79.1% 



• Srltf dtgcrlptian of th> Inttruatnt : 

Tht Curriculum Vrlctr for SCE coapiltd a list of cht uctrlald sht dtvtloptd 
for SCE from StpCMbtr U 1979 eo Ma/ 30» 1980 (inciudlag projects in prog-* 
rtfs) • 



To vhom vaa eha inscnantac tdainljf red ? 
The Curriculum Wrictr for SCE. 

Hov amy t-jts vas sht iaatrumaot -K^mWri-f «f 
Onct* 

April 30, 1980. 

Vherg vas :hg laasrtimecc adainiatered ? 
Locatioa of Curriculum Writer* a choice. 

Vho adsOalstirtd the lascrjaent ? 
Self-^adminiscered. 

'■?hat training did the admlaiatrators ''^■a^e ? 
Short vritten instructions. 

%'aj the Instr-joent adainistered under standardized conditions ? 
Mo. 

Vers there :3rcbleBS vtth the Instr'jient or tr.e adtiinistration that :al2ht 
affect :he *^lidi:7 or the data ? 

Mo. 

Vho developed the Instrjaent ? 
SCE Evaluator. 

•-That reliability izd 'raliiitT data art iviilibla on. the iastr^^eat ' 
Moae « 



Trz llZl I' 1 1 _ Jl 3 1 a 



'.a rasu- 



No, 



1 6:, 
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CURRICULUM WRITER RECORDS 



Purpose 

The Curriculum Writer Records were tapped to obtain information relevant 
to the following information need: 

Information Need Question 1-3 ; What materials were developed 
by the SCE Curriculum Writer during 1979-80? 



Procedure 

On May 19, 1980, a memo was sent to the SCE Curriculum Writer asking 

for a list of materials developed by the Curriculum Writer during 1979-80 

(see Attachment :.-l). The completed list was returned on May 22, 



Results 

The list of materials developed by the SCE Curriculum Writer is shown 
on the form in Attachment L-2, Other activities and duties of the 
Curriculum Writer during 1979-80 are shown in Attachment L-3. 

As Attachments 2 and 3 show, materials primarily affect elementary stu- 
dents. Most activities and materials focus on social studies, writing, 
and math. . 
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Attachment L-1 
(Page I oi 2) 



AUSTIN INDEPENDENT SCHOOL DISTRICT 
Office of Research and Evaluation 

May 19, 1980 

TO: Darlene Weafbrook 

FROM: Nancy ^enen 

SUBJECT: Accivities as Curriculum Writer 

As we discussed earlier this spring, I need a list of the materials 
you have developed this year as the SCE Curriculum Writer for the SCE 
report. I have attached forms to fill in. I simply need the title 
of the report, brochure, unit, or other material, a brief description 
of the material, the date it was completed, and the i^ItilTded users 
(population Impacted). I realize you will probably use only a few of 
the population categories listed— please make sure you mention the 
grade level if materials were specific to one or two grades. I have 
rilled in one example which should help. 

Please return the form by May 29. Thank you very much. 
Approved: 





Director, Research and Sfaluation 



NB:mf 



Enc. 



CURRICULUM WRITKR VOM ' 

INCLUDE ALL MATERIALS COMPLETRD OR EXPECTED TO BE COMPLETED BY JUNf, 1. 1980. 



PRODUCT 



SAMPLE: 

"Mfxlco— Us People 
and Customa*' 



■V 



BRIEF 
DEkRIPTlON 



Social stucflea ^inlt covering social customs 
of Mexican people today. 



DATE 
COMPLETED 



12/79 



POPULATIONS, IMPACTED* 



7 (Grade 5) 



*POPUIAriONS IMPACTED (Specif y grade lev els) 

1. Title I Students 

2. Title 1 Migrant Students 
1. Bilingtinl Students 

<». SCE Students 

S. Special Education Students 



6. WrUten Composition Sttidents 

7. Elementary Students 

8. Secondary Students 
9» Commtinlty Members 

10. Selected District Personnel (Hpocify) 

11. Other (specify) 



rUURFCUl.UM WRITKR FORM 

INCLUDE ALL MATKHIAI.S COMPLKTFJ) OH EXrtCTFD TO HE COMPLi:r£l) flV .MIHK I, 1980. 

BRIEF DATE 
I'RODUCr DESCRirTTON COIU'LrTLI? 



"Black History" 



"Get on the Write 
Track" - Develop- 
ing Written Compo- 
sition Skills 



"Shopping for an 
Idea - Try Catalog 
Math" 



Informational packet containing background for 
the teacher and references to additional re- 
sources alona with teaching suggestions for 
primary and intermediate grades 



leaching suggestions for ♦developing form and 
fluency using content area material 



Packet of teaching suggestions to provide 
additional practice with basic math facts 
using the catalog 



1/80 



4/ao 



3/80 



»*Ol".»!Al'»»NS IMPAC 'U* 



7 (Grades 



7 (Grades 1-2-3) 



7 (Grade 3) 



M^(»| ii|.Ar IONS rMl»A('rrn (Sc^^cl fy grade lovels) 

I . 1 If ll' 1 Si UtIlMlfS 

Tit lp t Migrant StiidtMits 
SCK Sf utIiMtt 

Spt?cl .>l F.«lur MlJon f»t u l'rM? f? 



2. 



6 . Wt I I t iMi Cnmpiis I \ Ion f^t ikIimU «; 

/ . Kl fMHiMit nry SI utlcni 

8 . S'-rnml it y Si ti-!<-nI s 

9» rcimmccnUy f I(»fril>i* t 'I 

|0. Spjrc^u! nifitUirt rLM'iuuiu»l (r.itor.lly) 



79;i8 
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Duties Performed 1979-80 School Year 

- assisted in coordinating district-wide staff development fpr science 
Inservice 

- session leader for three-day New Teacher inservice 

- coordinated Area IV Elementary Sharing Sessions N 

- assisted in writing proposed district elementary ol'omotion and reten- 
tion policy ' ^ 

- compiled and wrote curriculum activity packet focused on "Black 
History" to be used as a means of promoting oral lanauage develop- 
ment, creative writing, and cultural awareness - (distributed tof 
all K-S elementary and sixth grade schools) \ 

- monitored instruction in grades K-3 in nine elementary schools 

- session leader for district-wide Math inservice 

- monitored LOMS instruc. ion in grades 1-3 in nine elementary schools 

- provided written feedback to teacher concerning daily instruction 
in LOMS and other subject areas 

- prepared activity packet for "Developing Written Composition Skills 
in Primary Level Content Areas" • 

- conducted written composition workshop ' 

- assisted identified teachers in improving classroom instruction 
and management 

- assisted in LOMS follow-up conferences with classroom teachers 



gi 
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PARENT PARTICIPATION LOG 
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Jn£Crumgnt_Dtacri^^ Pamnt PTticipatlon log 
BrUf d^tc rtpdon of thi itnerumtne ; 

Principal! ae $lx Junior and senior high schools wart aalcad co kaep ctack 
of cha paranca who aetandad aaacinga for which SCE funda ware used- :A brlaf 
incarvlaw with cha prlaclpaia was also hald la lata April co discuss how SCE 
funda. wara uclllzad. 



To vnom was che tnscrumenc admlnlscered ? * 

Principals at Johnston, Allan, ^ulmora, Paarca, Martin, abd Dobia, 



Htm -nany ci mas vas che mstrumenc adalnlacered ? 
Onca. 

. ' aa :he inscrumenc admlnlacered ? 
Fabru/.r/ cairou^h April* 1980. 

'"^Tie- e was tne inscrumenc ^^minlscered ? f-. 

\ 

Ac Cha schools* offi^ces. 
Who Admmlscered che Inscrument ? 

Incarviaws conductad by SCE Evalua!;or. Attendance records kept by principals, 

*''*| Whac craming did che admlniscracors have ? 

No special training for chls cask. Memorandum outlined informacion needed. 



Was :he inscrumenc admlnlacered inder scj • aardlzed condlcUns ? 
Yas» la cha sense chat everyone received the s ue Instruccions . 

Were :he re problems wlch the Inacrumeni or che admlnlacraclon thac mlg h c 
ar'fecc che validity ot' che daca ? [ — 

Partnc attendance Information Is based on estimates by principals, which could 
vary from actual figures somewnac . 

Who developed the Inscrumenc ? 

ORE scaJf. ^. 

•oi'hac reliabllUv an a validity daCa are available ^n che Inscrumenc ? 
None. 



.Vre rhere ".orm 



No, 



daca Available for Incerprecinj^ :he results ? 
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PARENT PARTICIPATION LOG 



Purpose 

The Pa; :nt Participation Log provided information relevant to the 
following decision and evaluation question; 

Decision Question PI : Should more emphasis be placed on 
serving educationally disadvantaged students through SCE? * 

Evaluatjon Question DI-9 t How many parents of ' 
secondary ^Xjunior and senior high) students par- 
ticipated in the parental involveTient nrogram? 
by ethnicity? (if funded) 

Miscellaneous ; Were ^^E funds lor parent involvement 
used? How? 




Procedure . . 

Originally, che junior highs which qualified for Title I funding plus 
Johnston High School were to receive funds for parent involvement, 
attendance improvement, and ESOL materials in the fall of 1979. However, 
due to/uncertainty about the amount of money which would be retained by 
TEA t9 pay for the Texas Assessment of Basic Skills Prpject (TABS), 
this/money was held until February. On February 5, Lawrence Buford 
sari^ a memorandum to the principals at Johnsto.i,^ Allan, Fulmore, Pearce, 
>fa^>tia> and Dobie notifying them that $A83 was available for parent in- 
volve'toent activities (see Attachment M-1).- On March 4, the SCE Evaluator 
sent a memorandum to these principals asking them to keep track of par- 
ticipants in meetings involv'.ng parents between February 7 and April 18. 
They were to estimate the number of parents attending any mee^-^ngs held 
between February 7 and March 4. A decision was made not to ask for eth- 
nicity information for the pare^^ts. Principals were also told , that an 
interview would be set up for late Aprl]Af:o discuss the use of 'the SCE 
funds (see Attachment M-2) . Meetings wj^ scheduled and held during the 
last two weeks of April. Before the meetings, expenditures for parent 
involvement materials were checked on the microfiche copy of the Monthly 
Budget Status Report. 

•During the meetings, it was discovered that the principals found it dif- 
ficult to keep track of the parents attending meetings for which SCE mone 
was used. Some meetings were held before the memorandum was received, ^ 
but there were other reasons for the problem also. One problem was the 
siz^ of the meetings involved. If the SCE money was used for something 
related to ar. open house, for example, 400 or more parents might show up. 
Estimates were made in these cases. Sometimes iu was difficult to 
separate out which meetings SCE monev was used for, since Ic was typicall 



17, 



79.18 



f 

t 

♦« 

small amounts for postage, etc. Most schools had ongoing parent involvement 
activities already. Principals reported ways -in which they hoped to use 
renv^ining SCE money during the interviews. 

Budget reports were checked again fr.r year-end expenditures in June (based 
on the May 31 budget report). 



"Results 

Miscellaneous ; Were SCE funds for parent involvement 
used? How? 

Since the SCE money was received so late, it was not utilized as fully or 
as creatively as it might have been. However, it did become available in 
time for some ope© house and other types of meetings involving parents 
(including desegregation). Most of the money was rf»portedly used for 
filing permits, stamps, and printing costs related to mail-outs of mate- 
rials to parents regarding school activities. A brief description of how 
the money was used by each school appears in Attachment M-3. Only $1,027 
of the $2,904 was used by the schools (35%). Johnston and Dobie spent the 
largest portion of- their allocation. 

Evaluation Question Dl-9 ; How many parents of 
secondary (junior and senior high) students par- 
ticipated in the parental involvement program? 
by ^ithnicity? (if funded) 

Estimates of the number of parents participating in meetings between 
February 7 and April 8 at least partially funded by SCE are as follows: 

Allan 0 (not used for meetings) 

Dobie 22 (coffee meetings) 

Fulmore 0 

Johnston IjfOO (open house three times) 

J^rtin 383 (one open house) 

Pearce " 0 

Thusy lj907 parents attended meetings for \^Hoh SCE funds were used. 



Attachment M-1 



AUSTIN ^ INDEPENDENT SCHOOL DISTRICT 
Division of Instruction and Development 
February 5, L980 



TO: Adan Salgado 3ob Snos 

J. M. Richard Nato Vera 

Bill Armen trout Paul Turner 



FROM: Lawrence Buf 



SUBJECT; State Compensatory Education Funds 

We have finally determined the amount of SCE funds ihat AISD will have to 
provide to TEA for the TABS testing and can release to - ^ch of you certain 
sums for the purposes indicated. A statement from TEA regarding limitations 
on e:<penditures is attached 

For e^ch of your schorls, we have allocated the sum indicated below for the 
purpose shown. The account numbers to be used are listed. Funds may be 
spent for printing, postage, rpntal, transportation or other needs you feel 
will help you in each area. Funds for ESOL are for materials only. 

Improvement of Attendance - 450-32-6399 . 01-School Number 3283.00 
Parent Involvement - 450-81-6399 , 01-School Number $483.00 
ESOL Materials - 450-11-6391.01- School Number $650.00 

If you have questions, please do not hesitate to call on us. 



JS 



cc: Stanley Peterman 
Lee Laws 
Maud Sims 
Dr. Jim Pactsrson 
Julia Mellt.. jmch 
Lester Lindig 



ERIC 



79.18 



Attachment M-2 
(Page 1 of 2) 



TO: 



FROM: 



AUSTIN INDEPENDENT SCHOOL DISTRICT 
Office of Research and Evaluation 

March 4, 1980 



Adan Salgado Bob Enos 

J. M. Richard Nato Vera 

Bill Armentrout Paul Turner 

Nancy Baenen, SCE Evaluator 



SUBJECT: Use of SCE Fxinds 



Congratulations! I understand that you recently received your allocations 
of funds for parent Involvement, attendance Improvement, and ESOL materials. 

I will need a little information from you regarding the use of these funds. 
One of the SCE evaluation questions asks, "How many parents of secondary 
students participated in the parental Involvement program?" I would like 
to obtain lists of participants in meetings held between February 7 and 
April 18. I have enclosed a sign-in sheet if you would like to use it. If 
you have already held some meetings and did not take attendance, please es- 
timate how many parents attended. 

I would also like to have a brief interview with you late in April to discuss 
how you used the allocated fiinds for parent Involvement, attendance improve- 
ment, and ESOL materials. These arrangements will be made early in April. 
I will pick up the lists of ^parents attending meetings at the interview. 

Thanks very much for your help. 



Approved: 



Approved : 




SeWior Evaluator, External Programs 




Director, Research and Evaluati 




Approved: /^tC ^/ 



tor. Secondary 



ry E^car.lon 
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SIGN- IN SHEET 

SCHOOL: 

ACTIVITY: 

DATE: 



Name (Please Print) 


Name (Please Print) 










: ' 








































































T,- 




... ...^ -j 


IS-, 
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Attachment 
(Page 1 of 8; 



USE OF SCE MONEY 
FOR PARENT INVOLVEMENT 
ALLOCATION: $484/SCH00L 

ENCUMBRANCES AND EXPENDITURES AS OF 5/31/SO 



ENCUMBRANCES AND 
SCHOOL EXPENDITURES USES AND ACTIVITIES 



ALLAN $60 Used for stamps for mail-outs. Period- . 

ically, parents are sent a letter to 
keep them informed and to notify them of 
improvements* Stamps were also used to 
mail out report cards* 



DOBIE $465 Used for postage and printing costs re- ' 

lated to ongoing parent involvement 
program* ^ifee** meetings were held 
in parents homes throughout the year, 
plus some* activities were held at the 
school (descriptions attached)* 



FULMORE $0 Had already done major mail-outs, PTA 

meetings, and meetings with parents from 
feeder schools before money was allocated* 



JOHNSTON $413 Used money to aid desegregation effort 

through parent activities* Used for 
printing and postage for mail-outs con- 
cerning back- to-school night, open house 
for parents of ne#; students, information 
pamphlets^ 



MARTIN 


$88*80 


Used for bulk 


mail permit and printing of 






brochures for 


op »n house (brochure attached). 


PEARCE 


$0 


No activities 


planned after receipt of 






money. 





TOTAL ALLOCATION: $2,904.00 
TOTAL EXPENDITURE: $1,026.80 
BALANCE $1,87 7.20 
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Accachmenc M-3 
(continued, page 2 of 8) 



DOBIS JUNIOR HIGH SCHOO^ 



F«bni«ry 13, 1980 



TO: Dobie Coffee Cammtccee, Doble Ficulcy end person addressed 

FROM: Paul Turner, Principal 

•*5l'».'i-cr: Co f tec- VI 



Before the end of che meccing arrangemencs had been made for 
Che Ceok parenc co attend a planning meeting at Dobie, and 
tor her to meet with a Burnet tasistant princlptl ; and for 
several pnrents to meet with the chairwoman of the City 
i:ouncil of iTA's Human Relatione Comnlttee. 



PARTICIPANTS 
Hosea Boswell, Jr 


8302 


Lorllnda »5r. 


336- 


•7172 


Halen Holires 


1412 


Man ford Hill Dr. 


836- 


^7947 


Beccy J. Hendricks 


1822 


Adlna Sc. 


928- 


•4216 


Escella Wills, Hoscess 


8305 


Lorllnda Dr. 


836- 


•1270 


Eleanor Langsdorf 


9928 


Chvkor Bend 


837- 


•0324 




STAFF 

Michael Johnson 



School -Cotnnuulty Liaison Reprssencaclve 



Jack Klnkel 



Assistant Principal, Doble 



Laura Oaudec 



Teacher, Doble 
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AUSTIN nTOEPENDENT SCHOOL DISTRICT 
Doble Junior High School 



MArch 4, 1980 



TO: 



Dobie Coffee Commlccee, Scaff, Parencs of Resource Scudents, Persons Aduressed 



FKOM: 



Paul Turner, Principal 



SUBJECT: Coffee VII 

The Math Deparcmenc, nine parents, and four studencs mec co review and discuss 
Che ceachiiig program for che metric system ac Doble. The teachers organized 
their teaching materials Into the three natural groups: grams (for weight or 
mass), meters (for lengths), and liters (for liquids). 

The teachers divided up to present and discuss the materials and the Issue) In- 
volved In changing over to the metric system, Barents weighed and measured 
themselves^ measured quantities of water In various containers maked In mllll« 
LiCtTs, and studied K^Aphlc mnterlals demonstrating che differences between 
miM I U tl ist iitict*-i rtiiii iiicheH, fuott find vnrdat 

At one cable were several obJects*-*a stamp^ paperclip, book, tennis baU« etc* 
and metric scale equipment. Playing with the materials enabled one to "feel" 
a gram* IOC grams* 500 grams* etc* 

Afterwards, the group discussed some of the problems and Issues Involved In 
changing to the metric system In this country. 

PARTICIPAyri ; (Parents) Carolyn Walker, 10609 Macmora Rd, 836-1620; Mr. and Mrs, 
Earl Massey, l'*01 E. Rundberg '^99, 837-0300; Mr. and Mrs. L.W. Jacob, 11502 March, 
836-5187; Carla Ripple and Rene Ripple, 1012 Glazier Circle, 837-300A; Darrell 
atrdvell, 205 San Jose, 836-8617; Clenda Loughmlller, 8030 Pumell '>215, 837-3555; 
Victoria Pollard, 11805 Cedar Valley Cove, 836-6635; Elgin Schelhal, 2305 Greenlee, 
477-2232; Liz Lofttn, 9909 Oak Hollow, 837-4754. 

(Studenta) Heather Walker t'7^; B.J. Massey (8^;. Kelly Loughmlller (7)\ Ed Ferguson (7). 

(Staff) Mnry Mnttingly, 3th math; Steve A. Walker, Ind. Arts; Barbara WiUtara, 
Asst. Pr ncipal ; Margaret McKlnney, 7th gr, math; Sandy Peterson, 7ch gr. math; 
Dah r)>>gleston, ath gr. math; Mark Phillips and Mary Alice Hatchett, 7th and 8th 
grade math. 
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AUSTIN rm)EPE>n)ENT SCHOOL DISTRICT • 
Doble Junior h*, i School ^ 



M«rch 4, 1980 

TO: 
FROM: 

SUB. ECT: Coffee VTII 



DobU Coffoa Co^nucee. Sc.ff. Parent, of Ra.ourc. Scudenc,. P.r,on, Add„,s.d 
Paul Turner, Principal 




TI.e v:roup was enctrely posicive. tven when discussing failures an confusions 
cided CO hold a Pot Luck Supper in late ^orll at Dobie. The 6ch grade R.sSurce 

iJn clri^n'^ A° fciUtie,. identify com- 

munication needs and how to makt tuen. 

wa{ L^iJ^'I'n^ff T^V"^""!""** '° coordinate contacting parents. The staff 
h L / sfudents. Any parent wishing to flt^d out more and to 

hulld good comnunicatlon can contact Mrs. Eschberger in the evening at 

Much more was discussed and shared. Armin Pfenning took more than six pages of 
notes. It was a very creative and delightful evening. 

gniI£I|A^: (Parents) Trilba and Jerry Eschberger (hosts); Sherry Brown; 
Kent and Robbie McGary. 

(Students) Rocky Eschberger; Monique Farr; Greg McGary. 

'!!;r."?.."lHS.'^J?''^^'-v""^"""' principal: Evelyn MoKee, department chairperson; 
uaura Gaudet; Alna iibarra; Sceve White; and Armin Pfenn'.ng. 
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Welcome 




Martin 




o 
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Attachment M-3 
(cont*lnued| page 6 of 8) 



WELCOME TO MARTIN |R* HICM^ 

Martirt Junior High School Is located in historic old Tenth 
VVard, two blocks east of Interregional Highway 35 and over- 
looking Town Lake on the south. Nearby are many splendid ex- 
amples of homes of nineteenth century Austin, Martin opened 
in the fall of 1967, replacing University junior High which was 
closed that summer. The construction of Martin was necessary 
due to the University of Texas needing the U. J. H. building for 
expansion. Martin junior High opened with an experienced fa- 
culty and staff transferred from U. J. H. and with other advantag- 
es such as a fine library, ample supplementary materials, multi- 
pie textbooks, and various collections which take years to build. 

The new school was named for Samuel Lawton Martin who 
served the Austin fndependent School District for 39 years and 
who for 22 years was principal»?of the Austin Public Evening 
School. Sam Martin also superv^bed industrial and vocational 
education and initiated many noteworthy activities and services 
for the Austin schools. 




FOarUNATO vou 




AIT COITHf 



The new building was designed by Barnes, Landes, Goodman 
and Youngblood, Architects and Engineers, who received an r 
ward by the American Institute of Architects for the outstanding 
design. The building features pink adobe brick, the rough surface 
casting pleasing shadows. Academic rooms are grouped around 
a courtyard with overlooking balconies on the seitond level. The 
courtyard and south facade are defined by arched arcades re*^ 
fleeting the Spanish influence on Texas architecture. 

A large east wing houses band hall, music and choral room, 
speech room, gymnasiums, and dressing rooms. The campus, 
with basketball court, tennis courts* and baseball diamond, joins 
Festival Beach and Town Lake on the south. A swimming pool 
operated by the Austin Parks and Recreation Department is ad- 
jacent to the campus and can be used by the gym classes at 
times. 

Martin students receive a foundation preparing them for high 
school and adult life. Many notable students have found success 
in creative writing, music, science, business, education, and ath 
letics. Martin junior High School looks to the future wi*.h enthus- 
iasm for continuing this proud tradition. 
The desegregation implementation plan will have a great im- 
pact on Martin Junior High next year. Students will be assigned 
from the south, west, northwest, and east sections of Austin. The 
enrollment will increase from the present 760 students in grades 
6th, 7th, and 8th, to a projected 7th and 8th grade enrollment of 
980 students. The ethnic make up of the school will also be 
changed from the present 98% minority student population to 
a projected ethnic balance of 58% Anglo, 38% Mexican Ameri- 
can, and 4% Black 

With this in mind, the students, starf, and pats^nts will be fac- 
ing many new challenges this coming year. The Austin Indepen- 
dent School District and Martin lunior High are committed to 
provide the best education possible for our youngsters, and I en- 
courage all parents to support our erforts and to cooperate v\»th 
us in order to make this period of transition a smooth and pro- 
fitable one tor all students. 
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FACTS ABOUT THE MARTIN JR. HIGH CURRICULUM 

The Language Arts program offers honors courses as well as 
courses designed for low level students. Seventh grade classes 
study grammar, spelling, literature, and mythology Eighth 
grade classes study grammar, spelling, literature, American 
folklore, and a novel. For the fall of 1980, the eighth grade 
Honors English Class will be expanded into a gifted and talent- 
ed American Studies program. 

The Social Studies Program includes one year of Texas History 
and one year of American History, The seventh grade classes 
focus on the history of Texas as well as current economic and 
political trends, and geography. The eighth grade classes fo- 
cus on the history of America and includes special units on 
government, geography, and youth and the law, A gifted and 
talented, program will be offered next fall. 

The Mathematics department offers courses in mathematics 7, 

mathematics 8, and an honors class in first year Algebra, Math- 
ematics J and 8 stress fundamental operations of whole num- 
bers, fra|ctions, decimals and geometry. Algebra emphasizes 
various skills including solving and transforming equations, 
and qua<Jratic funaions. 

The Science Programs includes courses in Life-Earth Science, 
Environrhental Science, and Biology. Special units are de- 
signed tp focus on geology, astronomy, oceanography, life 
systems, .and interactions between different organisms and 
their environment, ) 






The Prograrrl of Fine Arts includes courses in Art 7 and Art 8 
which focuses in painting, drawing, sculpture, ceramics, and 
prrntmaking. Speech and Drama offer role playing, public 
speaking, pantomime, and play production. Music includes 
band, orchestra, choir, and guitar. 

Coordinated Vocational Academic Education (CVAE) is designed 
for career oriented youths in the eighth grade CVAE, provides 
students with laboratory experiences in the areas of food ser- 
vice and clothing construction. 

The Reading department offers both the basal reader approach 
and the SRA Corrective Reading program to help seventh and 
eighth graders improve their reading and study skills. 

A Spacial Education program is designed to meet the specific ed- 
ucational needs ot individual students. The basic goal of the 
program js to enhance the students movement from a level 
ot dependent functioning to a level of greater independent 
functioning in the home, classroom, and community. 
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A program of general electives includes Typing I and' II, Basic 
^ Business, School Services, and a full year course in iqurnalism. 
\ T.'P foriegn language department offers courses in Spanish, 
: Fr»»r. .h, German, and Latin. A program of useful Home Econ- 
N3m.cs offers instruction in foods, nutrition, clothing, family 
living, and child development. Industrial Arts, a pre-vocation- 
al course, explores design, woodworking, plastics, metals, 
power mechanics, 9nd graphics. 
A program of interschool coeducational athletics includes ten- 
nis, gymnastics, track anc field, basketball, boys' football and 
girls' volleyball. 

A program of intraschool social activities includes such organiza- 
tions as Student Council, Human Relations Society, National 
Jr. Honor Society, Chess and Games Club, Art Club, Journal- 
ism Club, Cheerleaders, Pep Squad, Homemaking Club, and 
an intramural sports program. 
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State Compensatory Education 
Appendix N 
ATTENDANCE RECORDS 



Ivtmt dMcripcion of cht inicrumtnt : 

PtiaeipAii 4t six junior and stnior high achooli vara Incarvitvtd concerning 
chtir ximm of SCE funds for act ndMca laprovtmtinc* Attandanct raeat ware 
checked chrough etx week reporcs from che OepertMot of Pupil Services. 



lacervtevs ver^e conducted vich principels. Six veek reporcs vers used co 
check aceendence races. ^ 

'I 

How many siaies vas'she inscrumenc adminiscared? 



Incervievs vera conducted lata in April, 1980. Attendance records for six week 
periods beginning March 3 vere checked in June. 

Where was she instrument administered? 

Inrarvlews conducted tn principals' offices. Pupil accounting reports checked 
at ORE. 

Who aiainisttred the instrument? 
sec Evaluator and other 0R£ staff. 

What training did the administrators have? 
Brief verbal instructions. 

Vas the instrument administered under standardized conditions? 

Yes, insofar as principals were all asked the same questions* and attendance 
rates were checked for the same period. 

Wars there :?roblems with the instrument or the administration chat might 
affect the validity of the data? 

Sone that are known. 
Who ieveloped the instrument? 

ORE staff. Reporting formats for attendance were developed by Pupil Services. 

What reliability and validity data are available jn the ln3trua.:tnt? 
Figures can.be double-cbecked with pupil accounting records. 

Are there r,om iata available for :.ncer?retlng the resales? 
So. 




Once. 



When wae the instrument administered?' 
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ATTENDANCE RECORDS 



Purpose 

Attendance Records for 19:^8-79 and 1979-80 were checked to obtain data 
relevant to the following information need: 

Information Need Question I-A ; Did attendance rates improve 
, between 1978-79 and 1979-80 in schools which received SCE 
funds for attendance improvement? 



Procedure 

Originally, the Junior high schools which qualified for Title I funding 
plus Johnston High School were to receive SCE funds for parent involvement, 
attendance improvement, and ESOL materials in fall, 1979. Due to uncer- 
tainty about the amount of money which would be retained by TEA to pay 
for the Texas Assessment of Basic Skills Project (TABS), this money was 
held until February, On February 5, 1980, the Director of Secondary 
Education sent a memorandum to the principals at Johnston, Allan, Fulmore, 
Pearce, Martin, and Dobie notifying them that $283.00 was available for' 
each school for attendance improvement activities (see Attachment N-1). 
On March 4, the SCE Evaluator sent memoranda to these principals saying 
.that an interview would be scheduled in late April to discuss their use 
of SCE funds (see Attachment N-2). Interviews were scheduled and held 
during the last two weeks in April. 



Results 

Of the six schools which were allotted funds for attendance improvement 
activities, only two used any of the funds. Johnston used 31% of the 
allocated funds, and Fulmore used 52%. Pearce, Allan, and Martin had 
attendance improvement programs with other funding. Dobie cited no special 
attendance improvement program, but did have parent involvement programs. 

The schools reported diverse attendance improvement programs: 

• Johnston used funds for the printing of attendance cards to record 
students' attendance. 



• /llan had a program of allowing good attfinders to choose poor 
attenders to team with, and rewarding both for improvement. 

• Martin gave stars for perfect attendance each six weeks and trophies 
and an assembly for per%;t attendance for the year. 
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♦ Fulmore'^'took seventh and eighth grade advisories with top atten- 
dance on an all day field trip to New Braunfels. 

• Pcarce sent information sheets to parents and contacted any 
students who were chronically absent . 

Information Need Question 1-4 ; Did attendance rates improve 
between 1978-79 and 1979-80 in schools which received SCE 
funds for attendance improvement? 



SCHOOLS 


ADA 1978-79 


ADA 1979-80 


5th Si: 


ic Weeks 


6th Six Weaks 


5th Six Weeks- 


6th Six Wseks 




% 


// 


% 


# % 


# % 


■Johnston 


938 


82% 


903 


82% 


860 


83% 


813 


' 81% 


Allan 


511 


86% 


504 


86% 


466 


88% 


454 


87% 


Martin 


689 


85% 


662 


83% 


631 


85% 


614 


84% 


Fulmore 


775 


91% 


761 


90% 


745 


91% 


740 


.90% 


Pearce 


1,030 


91%. 


1,019 


91% 


907 


93% 


894 


92% 


Dobie 


858 


90% 


814 


86% 


792 


91% 


785 


90% 



Figure N-1. AVERAGE DAILY ATTENDANCE BY SCHOOLS FOR THE FIFTH AND SIXTH 
SIX WEEKS (1978-79 AND 1979-80). Figures taken from reports 
produced by Pupil Accounting Department— AISD. Sixth six 
weeks information for 1978-79 and 1979-80 obtained by re- 
quest through Pupil Accounting. Covers March 3 tnrough 
May 29, 1980. 

Figure N-1 above gives the percentage of attendance for the six schools 
receiving SCE funding for the fifth and sikth six weeks of the 1978-79 and 
1979-80 school years. This shows no improvement to two percentage points 
improvement across schools for the fifth six weeks, and from a one per- 
centage point decline to a four percentage point increase during the sixth 
six weeks. Johnston's attendance declined one percent the sixth six weeks, 
while Dobie' s improved four percent. 

It. is difficult to attribute any change in attendance to SCE funds, due to 
the delays in funding. Attendance did no • improve overall for the third 
quarter at the only schools which used SCE money (Fulmore and Johnston). 

i,9., 

N-4 ■ 
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It should be noted, however, that most schools have some direct or 
indirect program to encourage attendance. Also, attendance for all 
district Junior and senior high schools improved from 1978-79 to 
1979-80. It may be that ah attendance improvement program cen help, 
but the source of funding is not an important determiner of success. 
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AUSTIN INDEPENDENT -SCHOOL DISTRICT 
Otvlslon of Instruction and Development Attachment N-1 
February 5, 1980 



TO: Adan Salgado Bob Enos 

J. M. Richard Naco Vera 

Bill Armentrout Paul Turner 

< 

FROM: Lawrence Buford^^^^^ 

SUBJECT: State Compensatory Education Funds 

« 

We have finally determined the amount of SCE funds that AISD will have' to ■ . 
provide to TEA for the TABS testing and can release to each of you certain 
suras for che purposes indicated. A statement from TEA regarding Uiraitations 
on expenditures is attached \ 

For each of your schools, we have allocated che sum indicated below/ for the 
purpose sho^/n. The account numbers to be used are listed. Funds may be. 
spent for printing, postage, rental, transportation or other needs you feel 
will help you in each area. Funds for ESOL are for materials only.- 

Improvement of Attendance,- 44Q-32.-6399.01-School Number y283.00 
Parent Involvement - 450-81-63^9. 01-School Number . ' $483.00 
ESOL Materials - 450-11-6391..01- School Number' $650.00 

If you have questions, please do not hesitate to call on us. 

cc; Stanley Peterman 
Lee Laws 
Maud Sisis 
Dr. Jim Patterson 
Julia Mellenbruch 
Lester Lindig 
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Attachment N-2 



.AUSTIN INDEPENDENT SCHOOL DISTRICT 
Office of Research and Evaluation 



Ma'rch 4, 1980 



TO: 



Aden Salgado 
J. M. Richard 
Bill Armentrout 



. Bob Enos 
Nato Vera 
Paul Turner 



FROM: 




inen» SCE Evaluator 



SUBJECT: 



Use of SCE J'unds 



Congratulations! I understand that you recently received your allocations 
of funds for parent Involvement, attendance Improvement, and ESOL materials. 

I will need a little information from you regarding the use of these funds, 
one of the SCE evaluation questions asks, "How man^ parents of secondary 
students participated In the parental Involvement "^program?" I would like 
to obtain lists of participants in meetings held between February 7 and 
April 18. I have enclosed a sign-in sheet if you would like to use it. If 
you have already held some meetings and did not take attendance, please es- 
timate how many parents attended. 

I would also like to have a brief interview with you late in April to discuss 
how you used the allocated funds for parent Involvement, attendance Improve- 
ment, and ESOL materials. These arrangements will be made early in April. 
I will pick up the lists of parents attending meetings at the interview. 

Thanks very much for your help. 



Approved: 




SewLor Evaluator, External Programs 




Approved: 
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lot Mat tri aXt Rtcotd 
Irltf-dfficripclon o( zh% intcrumtnt t 

Two «ctlvlti«t w«rt carrUd'OuCt I) priAcipalt at schoolf rtctlvlag funds vtrt 
loetrvltMd to how th« taonty was $ptatt tad 2) budgte reports wtrt chtcktd 
to ^oeormino mcuaI MptadlturMt 



To vhore yg eht Inseruintnc >?tdmlnisttred ?.. 
School* prlaclp4l« voro lacorvlowod* 



How many cimf va< the Instrumtnt Admlnisctred ? 
Oaco* 

When wai ch^. Inttrument admlniacered ? 

latarvlawa vera conducted during April, 1980* Budgnta vera checked in April (and 
of Hatch report) and June (end of May report). 

Where was the Instrument administered ? 

Johnston, Fulatore, Pearce, Hartin» Allan, and Dobie, 

Who administered the Instruaent ? 

IntarvltVA.. conducted and budgets checked by SCE Evaluator, 

What training did the administrators have ? 

Hone required. Sant meoorandua before meeting vas scheduled* 

Was the instrument administered under standardized conditions ? 

Standard procedures were used in the interviews and. in checking records,* 

Were there problems with the Instrument or the administration chat night 
affect Che validity of the data ? 

None that are knoim, « 

Who developed the> instrument ? 
SCE Evaluator, 

What reliability and validity data are available on the instrument '* 
Sone, 

Are there nona daga available for interpreting che. results ? 
No. 
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V 

ESOL MATERIALS RECORDS • ' 



Purpose 

The English for Speakers of Other Languages (ESOL) Materials Records 
were collected to furnish information relevant to the following in- 
formation need: ' • 

, Informati on Need Question 1-5 :- What ESOL materials were Purchased 
with SCE funds? ' . 



'Procedure 

Originally, the junior high schools w'hich qualified for Title I funding 
and Johnston High School were to receive State Compensatory Education 
(SCE) funds in fall 1979 for parental involvement, attendance improvement, 
and purchase of ESOL materials. Due to uncertainty about how much money 
would be kept by TEA to pay for the Texas Assessment of Basic Skills' 
Project (TABS), this money was held until February, 1.980*^ On February 5, 
Lawrence Buford sent a memorandum to , the principals at 4^ns ton, Allan, 
Fulmore, Pearce, Martin, and Dobie '^lotifying them that ^650 per school 
was available for them to purchase ESOL materials (see Attachment 0-1). 
-On-March 4, the-SCE "Eval'uatof~'sent a' memorah^^^ to these principals, 
notifying them that they would be asked in April to report how SCE funds 
had been spent for ESOL materials (see Attachment 0-2). i Meetings" were 
scheduled and held during the last two weeks in April. During the inter- 
views, principals were asked how monay designated for ESOL materials was 
spent. Then the Evaluator checked budget reports in June (based on the 
May 31. budget report). The form shown in Attachment 0-3 was used to 
list expenditures. 



Results 

The table in Figure 0-1 gives the amount of money designated for each 
school, the amount spent or encumbered by May 31, 1980, and the percentage 
spent. 
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DESIGNATED FUNDS ' 

— — V 


AMOUNT SPENT 


BALANCE 


PERCENTAGE 

SPENT,' << 


Allan ^ 


$1,300.. 00 . 


$1,-159.61 

/ 


$140.39 


89% 


Doble 


1,500.00 , 


1,320.88 


179.12 


88% 


Fulmore 


IP 

650.00 


670.38 


-20.00 


103% 


Martin 


650.00 ' 



688.88 


-38.88 


106% 


Pearce 


• 

650.00 


661.01 


J' 

-llVOl 


102% 


Johnston 


650'.'00 


627.50 


22.50 


96% 


Total 


$5,400.00 


$5,128.26 


$272.12 


.95%* 



Figure 0-1. AMOUNTS OF SCE FUNDS DESIGNATED *.ND SPENT FOR ESOL MATERIALS. 

The figure shows that the schools spent $5,128.26 of $5,40.o'.00, or 95% of 
the designated funds. Individual schools spent from 88% to 106% of the 
funds -allocated to them. 



All of the schools re;)orted using their funds t© purchase books, dic- 
tionaries, worlgbooks, films ^and cassettes. The schools reported that the 
Instructional Coordinator for Foreign Language at the secondary level was ' 
very helpful to them In choosing materials which would be beneficial in 
their ESOL classes. ' 
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AUSTIN INPEPENDENT SCHOOL DISTRICT 
79.18 Oivlslon of Inseruetlon ihd Davtlopmtat Attachm«tie 0-1 

Ftbruary 5, 1980 



TO: Adan ^algado ' Bob Enos ^ 

J. M. Richard Nato Vera < 

3111 Armencrout .?aul lumer ' 

FROM: Lavrence BufOr^^^j^ 

SU&JZCT: State Compensatoxy Education Funds 

*■ ^ . ♦ 

We have finally determined the amount of SCZ fusjds that AISD will have tp 
provide to TEA for the TABS testing and can release to each of you certain 
sums for the purposes indicated. A statement from TEA regarding limitations 
on expenditures is attached 

For each of your schools, we have allocated the sum indicated below for the 
purpose shown. The account numbers to be used are listed. Funds may be 
spent for printing, postage, rental, transportation or other needs you feel 
will help you in each area. Funds for ESOL are for .matetials only. 

Improvement cf Attendance - 450-32-6399. 01-School Number $283.00 
Parent Involvement - 450-81-6399 , 01-School Number $483.00 
ESOL Materials - 450-11^6391.01- School Number $650.00 

If you have questions, please do not hesitate to call on us. 



cc: -Stanley Peterman 
Lae Laws 
Maud Sims 
Dr. Jim Patterson 
Julia Mellenbruch 
, Lester Lindig 
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Attachment 0-2 



AUSTIN INDEPENDENT SCHOOL DISTRICT 
Of£lct of Research and Evaluation 

March 4, 1980 



TO: Adan Salgadp 

J. M. Richard 
Bill Armentrout 

FRGH: Nancy Baitoen, SC£ Evaluator 



Bob Enos 
Nato Vera 
Paul Turner 



SUBJECT: Use of SCE Funds 



Congratulations! I understand that you recently received your allocations 
of funds for parent involvement) attendance improvement, and ESOL mater Als. 

I will need a little information from you regarding the use of these funds. 
One of the SCE evaluation questions asks, "How many parents of secondary 
students participated. in the parental involvemept program?" I would like 
to obtain lists of participants in meetings held between February 7 and . 
April 18. I have enclosed a sign-in sheet if you would like to use it. If 
you have already held some meetings and did not take attendance, please es- 
timate how many parents attended. 

I would also like to have a brief interview with you late in April to discuss 
how you used the allocated funds for parent involvement, attendance improve- 
m^t, and ESOL materials. These arrangements will be made early in April. 
I will pick up the lists of parents attending meetings at the interview. 

Thanks very much for your help. 



Approved: 




or Evaluator, External Programs 



Approved: 



Approved: 





Director, Research and Evaluati 
Director, Secondary EpUcation 



NB:mf 
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ESOL M4TERZALS— GftMra;. Dascriptlon of Intended Use of ESOL Materials Funds: 



ESOL MATERIALS ALLOCATION: $650.00 





Amount 


Matarlals Purchased — Intendad Use 


SAMPLE: 


$200 


Set of language instruction materials from'SRA 
(books, audiotapes) to teach English to Vietnamese 
students in grades 9-12. 


•» 

1 


« 
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State Compensatory Education 
Appendix P 
WRITTEN COMPOSITION LABORATORY RECORDS 
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Briaf daacrigcloQ of th% Initrustyu : 

Th« Projtee Sp«ei.iii«t vat «tktd to supply namta and othar Idantifylng InfonDAtlon 
for studaota satvid by eha Writtan pompoaicion Laboracoriaa during 1979-80* Any 
acudaat vho viaitai' ona or aora elsaa was Includad in eha list. Tha inatruetors 
at aach school kape tha liat throughout cha yaar, and forvardad it to cha Pro j act " 
Spaeialiat in Hay. 



To whom waa cha initrument adminlatcred ? 
Vrittan Compoaition Laboratory inatnruetora. 

4 



How many ci.'nts was cbe Inacrumenc administered ? 
Onea. 

When was the Lnscrument admlnia cared ? 

Concinuoualy throughout 1979*80. Information vaa 3usmiari2ad during May> 1980. 

Where was Che inscrument administered ? 
Alla%. and Dobla Junior Higha. 

Who adminisccrtd che Inscrumcnc ? 
Salf^adroiniacarad. 

What ^training did che adminiacracors have ? 
Nona raquirad for chia cask. 



Was Che inacrumenc adminisccred under scandardlznd condiclons ? 
tha saoa instructions ware given Co inscructors both schools. 

Were chare problems wich che Inacrumenc or che adminiscracion chac mighc 
affecc Che validicy of the daca ? 

Tha uusbar of students served should be accurate. However, ethnic breakdowns 
vara not dona, due to missing daca. 

Who developed che Inscrumenc ^ 
SCE Elvaiuacor. 

Whac reUabillcy and validic^^ data are >ivallable "^n the Instrument '* 
School records could be checked for students served. 

Are there norm data ivailable for Inter;. etlnR the results ? 
So. 
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WRITTEN COjJP^SITION LABORATORY RECORDS 



Purpose 

* 

Written Composition Laboratory Records provided information relevant to 
the following questions: 

Decision Question Dl ; Should more emphasis be placed on 
serving educationally disadvantaged students through SCE? 

Evaluati on Question Dl~ll ; How many students were 
, served by the Written Composition Laboratories funded 
by SCE during 1979-80? 



O 

Project Description 

Two written composition laboratories funded through SCE were established 
at Allan and Dobie Junior High Schools in September, 1979. The labora- 
tories are designed to serve students with special writing needs. Partic- 
ipants are selected based on eligibility for free lunch and/or a need for 
extra help in writing. Laboratory activities are designed to reinforce 
and supplement the work of the classroom teacher. Composition lab instruc- 
tors (called Composition Aides) were trained and are supervised by the 
Project Specialist. Both instructors for 1979-80 had training beyond a' 
bachelor's degree. The program employs special materials and individualized 
instruction to help students who especially need to improve their writing 
skills. The primary grades served were seventh and eighth, although some 
sixth graders at Allan were served as a courtesy to school staff. 



Procedure 

The SCE Evaluator found out that SCE was funding the Written Composition 
Laboratories early in the spring of 1980. The nature of the program was 
discussed with the Project Specialist shortly thereafter. She informed 
the evaluator that they were keeping track of the students served by the 
laboratories. During May of 1980, the Project Director was asked to supply 
the following information for each g^tudent served by the laboratories: 
name, identification number, grade, and ethnicity <,see Attachment P-1). 
All students were to be included who were seen at least once. ' 

The lists were returned promptly. However, the Identification number, 
grade, and et.hnicity information for many students was not provided. This 
was primarily due to the fact that record-keeping was begun before the 
Program Specialist and SCE Evaluator discussed the need for identification 
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information. However, the Program Specialist also reported that teachers 
seldom provided the identification number when referring students to the 
labs. Last names for some sixth graders served at Allan were also ngt 
available. 

Due to this missing information, it was decided to simply provide a count 
of the number of students -Served by the program overall without ethnic 
breakdowns. * 



€3 



Results 



Evaluation Question Dl-U ; How many students were 
served by the Written Composition Laboratories funded 
by SCE during 1979-80? 

/ 

The chart below indicates the number of students served by school and 
grade. 





6 


7 


8 


TOTAL 


DOBIE 




320* 


320 


ALLAN 


73 


15A 


139 


366 


*Grade level information was missing for many stu- 
dents at Dobie. Number represents combined total 
of seventh and eighth graders served. 



^ 

Figure P-1. STUDENTS SERVED BY WRITTEN COMPOSITION 
LABORATORIES DURING 1979-80. 



Students Included in Figure P-1 include those served ir classroom g^roups 
as well as the core group served individually in the laboratories, f 
Approximately 59.6% of the students at Allan and Al.5% of the students at 
Dobie receivea some type of services through the laboratories (based on 
November 21 enrollments of 537 at Allan and 882 at Dobie). 

As Figure ''-I shows, 686 students were served in all; 613 were seventh 
and eighth graders, and 73 were sixth grader f. 
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-Q Attachment P-1 

(Page 1 of 3) * 

AUSTIN INDEPENDENT SCHOOL DISTRICT Q 
Offijce of Research and Evaluation 

. May 19, 1980 

TO: Bobbie Sandei 

FROM: NancyB^nen 
SUBJECT: Written Composition Labs 

As the end of the year approaches, I need to obtain two pieces of 
information from you about "the written composition laboratories at 
Dobie and Allan for the final SCE reports. First, I need a brief 
description of the program and the way in which SCE helped fund it. 
Second, I need a list of the students served by the program durine 
1979-80. 

I have some information about the nature of the program now, but 
I'm not confident that it's all accurate. Please review the following 
paragraph and revise it as necessary. ^ 

Two written composition laboratories funded through SCE 
were established at Allan and Dobie Junior High Schools 
in September, 1979. .The laboratories are designed to meet 
special writing needs of disadvantaged students. Partic- 
ipants are selected based on eligibility for free lunch 
and/or a need for extra writing help. The laboratory 
activities are designed to reinforce and supplement the 
work of the classroom teacher. The laboratories are staffed 
by composition (aides?) (teachers?) who were trained and are 
supervised weekly by the project specialist. The program 
employs special materials and individualized attention for 
students who especially need to improve their writing skills. 

I have attached forms for you to use to list students served by the 
project. I would like to have each student's name, ID number, grade, 
and ethnicity. I believe you said earlier that ethnicity data was 
not known for at least some students — please just do your best on it. 
If you have all of this data on other forms, you can simply send me 
a copy of those instead of these specific forms. 
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79 .18 (continued, page 2 of 3) 



I need to receive this information from you by May 28 • Call me if you 
have any questions. Thank you for your help. 

Approved : 

Director, Research and Evaluation 0 

NB:mf 
Enc. 

cc: Lawrence Buford 
Margaret Ruska 
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Attachment P-1 
(continued, page 3 of 3) 

WRITTEN COMPOSITION LABORATORIES 



^ PLEASE LIST STUDENTS SERVED IN THE 

' LAB THIS YEAR. ALPHABETIZE IF POSSIBLE. 



< • e 



aLUneriu Name 


ID Number 


Grade ' 


Ethnicity 
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SCHOOL NAME ^ 

fcJRITING LAB TEACHER 



BOARD OF TRUSTEES 

iiv Will D. Davis, President 
*^ Nan Clayton, Vice President 
Manuel Navarro, Secretary 

Steve A^. Ferguson Peter W. Werner, M. D. 

Ed Sn^all . i Jerry Nugisnt 

SUPERINTENDENT OF SCHOOLS 

X . Dr. John Ellis . 

DIRECTOR, OFFICE OF RESEARCH AND EVALUATION 

Dr. Freda AA. Hoi ley 
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